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To SuBscRIBERS, 

The Eighth Volume of the Solicitors’ Jownal, and Twelfth 
Volume of the Weekly Reporter, are now complete. 
Subscribers can have their Volumes expeditiously bound 
at the office—in Cloth, 2s. 6d. ; Half Law Calf, 4s. 6d. 
Cases to hold the numbers of the current vols., 3s. 6d. 
and 7s. each ; by post, 4s. and 7s, 6d. 

The Subscription to the Solicitors’ Journal is—Town, 26s. ; 

Country, 28s., with the Weekly Reporter, 52s. Payment 

in advance includes Double Numbers and Postage. 
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On Wepnespay the President of the Incorporated 
Law Society, and a deputation of solicitors, waited, by 
appointment, on the Lord Chancellor, on the subject of 
remuneration to solicitors. 

We believe that the bill introduced by his Lordship 
last session will be re-introduced in the next session— 
no doubt, with amendments. 


TWO VERY IMPORTANT LETTERS on the subject of the 
Land Transfer Act, have lately appeared in some of the 
leading journals, one by Dr. Dunn, of Westbourne-park- 
road, who speaks to the beneficial results of registration 
under the Act in his own case, the other by “A Con- 
stant Reader,” who seems to have met with a somewhat 
different experience. 

Dr. Dunn says :—- 

I have without any assistance, at a very sinall expenditure 
of time and money, registered a freehold estate, and now 
that I have two railways passing through it, I begin to 
realise the great advantage I have in dealing with the land 
in small plots. I had not even an abstract of title, and 
had to prepare one myself; but from first to last I had not 
the slightest difficulty, always finding every officer in the 
department most kind, obliging, and ready to help me on. 
Since this there has been published by the office, a book of 
plain directions, and, to render it still more easy, Mr. 
Abraham has written a popular explanation of land regis- 
tration. On the 13th September last I sent you some facts 
and figures, the result of my personal experience, which 
showed what had been done by me, and can of course be 
done by any gentleman of average education and ability if he 
have a title to register. 

In conclusion, I would advise the landowner, who has had 
enough of the Land Registry Office, not to give it wp, but, 
if he has a title, get some respectable solicitor to do it 
for him; and | would strongly urge upon all landowners 
who have not registered, to follow my example, and do so 
at once, 

All this is doubtless both sensible and true, and there 
can be no question that a landowner, with a perfectly 
clear title, who proposes to sell in lots, can make no 
better preparation for the purpose, and none that will in 
the end be more reimunerative to him, than in the first 
instance to register his property under the Act. But 
this seems to us almost, if not quite, the only ease in 
which the benefit to be derived from registration is 
worth the cost and risk of the attempt. 

Hear the “Constant Reader” :— * 

Unless a person has sixty years’ title uncomplicated, it is 
usless for him to attempt to avail himself of this Act of Par- 
liament, Which, except as aforesaid, is a complete snare and 
delusion. 

Undoubtedly, ifa party had this clear title, and wished to 
cut up his property for building purposes, he might usefully 
register his title under it; but there are very few titles which 
dre clear for a period of sixty years, and if any have such 
title, it is useless and unnecessary expense for him to register 
if, and except in some special case, or for some special pur- 
pose, he is throwing his money away in attempting to do 
so. Saving tried the Act, J speak from a knowledge of its 
defects. 

We do not, bowever, wish to be taken as at all sup- 

porting or approving of the “ Constant Reader's” further 
suggestion, He goes on to say— 





The only true and simple method of effecting the lessening 
the expense of transfer of land is, by a declaratory act limit- 
ing the period’ of proceedings for recovery of land to, say 
some thirty years, except in the case of fraud, and as I 
believe that would be a very fair limit for a party to bring 
forward a claim or right, if he had any, and that, permitting 
his right to sleep for that number of years, would fully 
warrant the presumption of his giving up his right, if any. 
This would tend very much to shorten the great expense of 
having to go back for sixty years or further, to show a good 
title, although a party may have been in the peaceable 
possession of an estate for the above number of years and 
upwards. 

The true answer to this suggestion is the one given by 
anticipation by Dr. Dunn, namely, that “the Act was 
not intended to make bad titles good,’ and whatever 
may be the merits or demerits of the scheme, looked 
upon as a conveyancing experiment, nothing could, in 
our opinion, justify any attempt to use it for the pur- 
pose of bolstering up a title which would not bear exa- 
mnination in the ordinary way. To do that would be to 
make the office an accomplice in a direct and irremediable 
fraud. 

In the earlier days of the Incumbered Estates Court in 
Treland, when the commissioners, still but temporary, were 
compelled by a sort of moral force to show how much 
work they could do, it is credibly averred that in several 
instances the land of A. was sold to pay the debts of B.; 
and, the title of the purchaser being indefeasible, the in- 
jured party had no remedy except such compensation as 
mighit be obtained from the remnant of the purchase- 
money. It is due to Lord Westbury’s office to acknow- 
ledge that the greatest care seems to be taken to prevent 
the possibility of such a miscarriage of justice there, and 
we are bound to say that however we may desire to see 
the necessary expenses of conveyancing lessened, there 
is no way of attaining this end that we should deprecate 
more earnestly than any tampering with the nature of 
the title to be shown. 


CAN AN ARBITRATOR be compelled to make an affidavit?! 
In the case of Roberts v. Evans, which is reported in 
our last,* this question was raised, Upon the face 
of the order of reference there appeared two en- 
largements in the handwriting of the arbitrator, each 
of which was made in due time. A motion was 
made to set aside the motion wpon affidavits, which 
merely stated that the parties making them believed 
that the enlargements were not made in due time, and 
that they were not attested. The arbitrator was an attor- 
ney in Liverpool, and refused to make an affidavit 
stating whether the enlargements were made in due time, 
wleging, as his reason, that the Liverpool Law Society 
had told him there was no reason for doing so. During 
the arguments on that ovcasion, Mr. Justice Blackburn 
advised that the rule should be enlarged until this term, 
and that the attorney should be told in the meantime 
that he would not be acting contrary to practice in 
making an affidavit, and also that he should be directed 
to make one. The attorney was informed of his Lord- 
ship's desire, but he refused to comply with it. The rule 
has been, as ow: readers are aware, enlarged till next term, 
in order that the arbitrator may, in the meantime, be 
brought up under the 46th section of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, for the purpose of giving his evidence be- 
fore the master. Even an arbitrator, as such, is not — 
from being compelled to give evidence, although he be 
for the time in a judicial position, and we are unable to 
understand how a gentleman of standing could consider 
it beneath his dignity to give evidence on oatlt in a case 
in which he has been arbitrator, when he has been de- 
sired to doso by the judge himself. Probably now that 
the matter has been again entered upon before the judge, 
the gentleman in question will no longer think it ln- 
miliating to comply. 


Ox Moypay tast the sentence of death pronounced 
against Franz Miiller, for the murder of Mr. Briggs, was 
* 9 Sol. Jour. 29, 
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duly carried into effect. As our readers are probably 
aware, Miiller consistently denied his guilt till the last 
moment, when, after the white cap had been drawn 
over his face, and just as the fatal bolt was about to 
be drawn, he said, in answer to repeated solemn ad- 
jurations from Dr. Cappel, “Ich habe es gethan” (I 
have done it). We cannot say that we place much re- 
liance on a confession extorted by moral torture, as this 
was; still, it is not devoid of value for those who pre- 
viously entertained doubts as to his guilt. It is alleged, 
as accounting for the extreme pertinacity displayed by the 
German chaplain in attendance on Muller, that, accord- 
ing to the German law, in capital offences, no execution 
can take place without a previous confession on the part 
of the condemned individual, though they do not seem 
to be very particular as to the manner in which it is 
obtained. Several curious instances of the operation of 
this rule the reader will find in Fuerbach’s interesting 
collection of causes célébres, 


THE INDECENT ASSAULT nuisance is rapidly becoming 
unbearable. Not merely is it unsafe for any man who 
values his character to travel alone with a young (or 
searcely young) woman in a railway carriage, but even to 
be seen by a woman getting out of a carriage at a road- 
side station seems to be sutticient to provoke a charge of 
this nature, and so reckless are the “unprotected” 
become, that we have a complaint of such an assault 
resorted to as the readiest and most natural explanation 
of a missing ticket. The following narration, taken from 
the Birmingham Post, will serve to explain and illustrate 
these remarks :— 

On Friday, at mid-day, a tall well-dressed young woman, 
of prepossessing appearance, called at the police station, 
Coventry, and stated that she was a servant out of situation. 
She left her lodgings that morning for Coventry, by the 
10 a.m, train, and had taken her seat in a second-class 
carriage, with a return ticket, when a man, whom she had 
previously seen on the platform, got into the same compart- 
ment. Not liking his appearance, she got out, and took her 
seat in another carriage, in which, as before, there were no 
other passengers. The train was just in motion when the 
man presented himself at the door of the carriage, and, with- 
out saying a word, got in and sat down by her side. After 
the train had passed the Brand station, the man attempted 
to take liberties with her. She said he put his arm round 
her neck and tried to take liberties with his She resisted 
and succeeded in preventing his doing so. He then asked 
if she had any money, to which she replied in the negative. 
He then drew out a knife, and said he would have her money 
or her life. Being afraid that he would carry out his threat, 
she gave him her purse, which contained five shillings and 
her railway ticket. On getting near Coventry the train 
slackened speed, when the man jumped out and ran across 
towards a coal-yard. She described the alleged offender as 
being a short man, about forty years of age, wearing a dark 
suit of clothes, with a Scotch Glengarry cap, and carrying a 
carpet bag. Several officers of the city and county police 
were immediately despatched in search of the man, but in 
the meantime Chief Superintendent Morris, to whom the 
young woman had made the above statement, detecting some 
slight discrepancy in her story, cross-examined her very 
closely, and threatened to take down her statement in 
writing. Thereupon the girl became very much agitated, 
and eventually confessed that the whole of her story was a 
fabrication, and that she had invented it in consequence of 
having lost her railway ticket, and not having the means of 
returning home. The worst feature of the case is that a man 
exactly answering the description given by the girl had been 
seen to leave the Coventry railway station shortly after the 
arrival of the train which left Rugby at ten, and no doubt 
this person would soon have been in custody but for the 
sagacity of the chief constable. The girl sclected this person 
as the type of her imaginary ruflian of the ‘‘ assault” in the 
railway carriage, and the result might have been that an 
innocent person would have been incarcerated, and the 
public mind seriously agitated from the belief that another 
gross outrage in a railway carriage had really been perpe- 
trated. 


_ Mr, E. Ovens, the judge of the Manchester County 
Court has addressed a letter to the editor of the Man- 





chester Guardian in reference to certain remarks which 
he felt it his duty to make on the conduct of a solicitor, 
which was published last week in this Journal.* His 
Honour says that he did not mean to impute to the 
solicitor in question wilful fraud or dishonesty. That 
gentleman, however, thought that his Honour’s words, 
as reported, might bear that construction, and he ex- 
plained that what was complained of was caused by 
serious illness and ill-health, under which he had been 
for some time labouring. 


THE Rotts Cuare., Chancery-lane, was re-opened for 
Divine Service on Sunday morning, the 4th inst., when 
the Rev. J. 8. Brewer preached. 


THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY AT BeLFAst has already 
proclaimed itself as a sham of no ordinary absurdity. 
On Saturday last, as we announced in our last,t Mr. 
Barry, Q.C., duly opened the commission, and read 
the warrant. In reply to an application on the part of 
both parties, for an adjournment, in order to prepare 
witnesses, he said that the inquiry would not be on oath, 
as the commissioners had no power to administer oaths ; 
and that they had no power of compelling witnesses to 
attend, but would receive all evidence which in the most 
remote degree could bear on the scope of the commission 
as detailed in the warrant. 

Mr. Dowse said the commission would not investigate 
the riots, what side commenced, or what side carried 
them on, but why they were permitted to occur and con- 
tinue, and what measures should be adopted to make 
certain they never could occur again. 

The immediate result was that one of the acting solici- 
tors handed in a protest to the holding of the commission 
on. behalf of persons returned for trial for alleged parti- 
cipation in the riots, for the reason that the commis- 
sioners could not compel the attendance of witnesses, 
and that parties who came forward voluntarily might 
be tainted, in some cases, with suspicion; that they 
could not be prosecuted for perjury; and that the state- 
ments made a them might prejudice the cases of the 
persons protesting, That our last week’s prediction of 
the effect which this commission would have in Belfast 
was not erroneous appears from the fact that no person 
is represented before the commission except the Right 
Rey. Bishop Dorrian and the other persons who me- 
morialized the Government to issue the same, 

A commission to investigate the reasons why two 
opposing mobs attacked each other, which is not 
to inquire how the attacks commenced, nor how 
they were carried on, which has no power to sift the 
evidence submitted to them, no power to compel im- 
portant witnesses to attend, nor to deter volunteers by 
the dengers of perjury from substituting their own inven- 
tions for the facts of which they may be cognizant—and 
that in a town which swarms with persons of denomina- 
tions and all shades of party, who “would not ask better 
sport” than to “bamboozle the Government,” whom 
they regard much as schoolboys do the usher—is so 
brilliant an absurdity, that we can hardly believe it can 
have emanated even from the authorities (world-famous 
for such freaks though they be) who bear rule over the 
legal department of our Irish administration. So mag- 
nificent a practical joke cannot have sprung from the 
unaided genius of Dublin Castle; are we far wrong if 
we suggest a local “medium” of well-known power for 
the inspiration? The readers of this journal will he at 
no loss for the name. 

PrerRE ANTOINE BeRRYER, Whose enthusiastic recep- 
tion by the English Bar we recorded last week,f{ was 
born in Paris on the 4th of January, 1790. It is said 
that his first inclination was to take holy orders, and 
that he was persuaded to devote himself to the law by 
his father, himself one of the great lights of the bar of 
ancient France. : 

Brought up in this school, and especially under the 
tutelage of such a father, M. Berryer eaaly acquired 

¥*9 Sol. Jour, 30. #9 Sol. Jour. 23, $ 9 Sol. Jour, 30. 
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those royalist rane of which, through good report 
and evil report, he has been, throughout a long life, one 
of the most distinguished supporters. 

Like all French royalists of that day, he turned from 
the tyranny of the empire with longing for that ancien 
regime, the scarce less insupportable tyranny of which had 
become obscured by time, and by the memory of that 
august body which alone survived the crushing despotism 
of Louis XIV., to fall before the still more crushing des- 
potism of the revolution, the Parliament of Paris. He 
was, it is said, one of the first to assume the white cock- 
ade and proclaim the forfeiture of the Lnperial crown at 
Rennes, in presence of the magistracy and the law stu- 
dents. An order was issued by the prefect. for his arrest, 
but he found a refuge in Nantes. The dangers he in- 
curred for the Bourbons only made him more devoted to 
the cause of the legitimate kings, and he joined the 
Royalist Volunteers, who, during the “ Hundred Days,” 
took up arms to restore their ancient dynasty, and to 
save the country from the humiliation of a second inva- 
sion, 

But though thus found in the ranks of the adherents 
of Louis X VIIL., there was nothing which can properly 
be termed reactionary or despotic about M. Berryer. No 
man was more open in his denunciation of the blood- 
thirsty baseness which led the courtiers of Louis X VIIL., 
like those of Charles IL. on a similar oceasion, to endea- 
vour to wreak on a few individuals now abandoned to 
their mercy, the spite which they felt agamst that 
nation which had been too powerful for their arms. 
In his pleadings in 1815 he denounced, wth a courage 
which alarmed his friends, the conduct of the ultra- 
Royalists. “Itis a disgrace to the conquerors,” he cried, 
“to pick up the wounded on the field of battle in order 
to drag them to the scaffold.” 

The cause which, though not actually the commence- 
ment of M, Berryer’s legal career, may be taken as the 
starting point of his public life, was the trial of Marshal 
Ney for high treason, in having cast in his lot with 
Napoleon during the “ Hundred Days.” It will be re- 
collected that when the intelligence reached Paris that 
Napoleon had landed from Elba, Marshal Ney (who, 
with the other high officers under the empire had “ ac- 
cepted the restoration,” and sworn allegiance to Louis 
XVIIL, after the resignation of the Emperor at Fontain- 
bleu), was despatched to resist his advance, and that, 
instead of doing so, Marshal and troops alike “ frater- 
nized” with their returning general, and conducted him 
triumphantly on his way to Paris. It was this treason 
of Ney’s which was the immediate cause that compelled 
the king again to seek safety in flight, and the Court 
therefore regarded the Marshal with feelings of peculiar 
vindictiveness, After the battle of Waterloo, Ney, rely- 
ing on the clause of the Convention of the 3rd of July, 
which provided that “all the inhabitants, and generally 
all persons found in Paris, should continue to enjoy their 
rights and liberty, and should not be liable to molesta- 
tion, or inquiry with respect to their functions, their 
conduet, or their political opinions,” remained at Paris, 
and was, notwithstanding the Convention, arrested on 
the 3rd of August, 1815, on a charge of treason, and 
ordered to be tried by court-martial. The cause was, 
however, in consequence of Ney’s protest against the 
jurisdiction of the Court, on the ground that he was a 
peer of France, afterwards removed to the Louse of Peers. 
This body, with that singular aptitude for perfidy which 
seems to distinguish reactionary tribunals—witness the 
case, amongst others, of Sir Harry Vane—decided that 
the convention could not and should not be pleaded, 
and that the counsel for the prisoner must confine them- 
selves to the mere facts set forth in the bill of indict- 
iment. In the words of the counsel for the Crown, M. 
Bellart, “they would hear of no allusion to a document 
which had been demanded by rebels, and had never been 
accepted by the King.” From this time forward a great 
staté trial could no more proceed in France without M. 
Berryer, than a Government prosecution. in England, in 





the latter part of the last century, could have taken 
place in the absence of Erskine. But this, as it seems to 
us, constituted the whole of the similarity between the 
two men on which Lord Brougham descanted the other 
night, and we cordially agree in the remark of M. Des- 
marest, that Brougham himself, rather than any other, 
is the true English counterpart of Berryer. 

Through the whole of the reigns of Louis XVIII. ard 
Charles X., M. Berryer continued in ever increasing 
fame and practice; now defending Cambronne against tke 
Court, again supporting De Vitry against the clergy ; 
the advocate of Lamennais, the memorialist on behalf of 
Dennadieu; he everywhere distinguished himself alike 
by the ardour of his zeal and the moderation of his 
opinions, 

When France for the second time delivered herself 
from the princes who “learned nothing and forgot 
nothing,” and the elder branch of the Bourbons ceased for 
ever to reign, M. Berryer did not, like too many of his 
compatriots, consider that he had lost his country by the 
downfall of a dynasty. Neither did he, with the great 
mass of the French legitimists, retire in undignified 
sulkiness from public life. He had been elected to the 
Chamber of Deputies in the beginning of 1830 ; he took 
the oaths to the new Charter of July, and from that time 
to the overthrow of the Orleans dynasty, took the lead 
in all the important debates of the Chamber, almost 
always in opposition. 

It is, Sate, unfortunate, not only for himself but 
still more for his country, that he did not “accept” with 
greater heartiness the revolution of July. ad the 
great powers, the practical love of liberty, and the sin- 
gwar political moderation of M. Berryer, been employed 
to direct and assist, instead of to criticise and embarrass 
the philosophic government of Guizot, unquestionably 
the ablest as well as the most single-minded of modern 
French statesmen, it is not impossible that the Govern- 
ment of Louis Phillippe would never have entered upon 
that policy of re-action and repression, which, as in 
England under Henry VLI., produced the downfall of the 
dynasty so soon as the sovereign, forgetting the revolu- 
tionary nature of his title, asswned to govern after the 
fashion of his “ divinely anointed” predecessors. 

Once, and only once, did M. Berryer’s known in- 
tegrity and moderation prove insufficient to preserve 
him from a criminal charge; nay, such is the singular 
perversity of the human inind, those very qualities 
were the ultimate cause of his arrest. He strongly dis- 
approved the rising attempted in La Vendée by the 
Duchess of Berri, and finding his advice disregarded, he 
resolved to quit France. He was arrested at Angouléme, 
and comprised in the prosecution instituted by the 
Government against the “insurgents of the West.” He 
was saved from being judged, with the others, by a 
military tribunal; he was tried by the Assize Court of 
Blois, and triumphantly acquitted. 

The incident in M. Berryer’s eventful life which has, 
perhaps, the most marked interest for posterity, is his 
defence of Prince Louis Napoleon, the present Emperor 
of the French, and his associate, General Montholon, 
for the Boulogne attempt of 1840, It is unnecessary to 
remind our readers of the circumstances of that a 
tion ; the details, tame eagle and all, are doubtless fresh 
in their recollection ; and if not so, they will be found 
treated at great length in the only publication for which 
they are really adapted—the columns of Punch for 
1840, But the fact which alone requires our notice 
here is that, on that occasion also, M. Berrver was 
selected as the defender of the prisoners, How that 
trial ended, and what has since resulted from the 
incarceration which followed, ave matters with which we 
have no concern; the hero of the tame eagle has since 
been active enough in putting the laws against “ treason” 
and “sedition” in force in France, and we still find the 
same M. Berryer, who stood forth as his advocate when 
he was in the dock, a2 champion of his victims not less 
fearless than he had been of himsclf. 
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Since the establishment of “the Empire” (words, of 
which no one knew the force more truly than he), his 
only political act, until his election to the Corps Legis- 
latif for Marseilles last year, was to try to bring about 
a fusion between the two branches of the Bourbons, 
which fell to the ground. In 1852 he was elected 
batonnier of the French bar; in 1854 member of the 
French apap and, at his particular request, was 
exempted from the visit to the head of the State, which 
usage requires from the newly-elected Academicians. 
And such as M. Berryer has ever been, such, at the age 
of seventy-four, he is still. The last cause in which he 
took a part was that of the “thirteen” who were tried 
for an illegal association consisting of more than twenty 
persons, and which is soon to be tried on appeal. 

We conclude this sketch with an extract from the 
“ Orateurs” of M. de Cormenin:— 

Since Mirabeau, nobody has come up to Berryer—neither 
General Foy, who recited rather than improvised, and who 
did not unite close reasoning to the powerful voice and vast 
eloquence of Berryer ; nor Lain’, who had only harmonious 
and pathetic accents ; nor De Serre, who heavy and embar- 
ressed in his exordium, only at intervals uttered the cry of 
oratorical passion ; nor Casimir Perier, who was vehement 
only in apostrophising ; nor Benjamin Constant, whose 
talent had more flexibility than movement and energy ; nor 
Manuel, whose judgment was sure and bold, but who was 
more of a reasoner than an orator, and who never could, like 
Berryer, produce an involuntary thrill of wonderand delight. 
Nature has been favourable to Berryer. His stature is not 
tall, but his fine and expressive features reflect all the 
passions of his soul. He fascinates you by his glance and by 
his gesture, marvellously noble like his language. He is 
eloquent in his whole person. But what he has beyond all 
other speakers in the chamber is his incomparable voice— 
the first of beauties for actors as for orators. From the 
very beginning of his discourse he marks from an elevated 
point the object he aims at. He does not abruptly attack 
his adversary, he begins by tracing round him many lines of 
cireumvallation, he dislodges him from all his positions, he 
deceives him by skilful marches, he approaches him gradually, 
he follows him up, he presses him, lays hold of him, and 
binds him round and round in the coils of his arguments. 
This method is the one employed by great minds, It would, 
however, soon weary an auditory so inattentive as a French 
chamber, if M. Berryer did not keep their interest awake by 
the charm of his voice, the animation of his gesture, and the 
nobleness of his diction. 

Tue Hicu Court or Justictary have quashed the 
indictment against the three young gentlemen who were 
convicted of indecently bathing in the river Southesk, 
We give, in our columns, a short report of the case, with 
the judgment of the Lord Justice-Clerk. 


Iv IS WITH SINCERE REGRET that we learn that for 
some time past Lord Mackenzie, one of the permanent 
Lords-Ordinary of the Court of Session, has ne in a 
weak state of health, and is still so ill as to be unable to 
take his seat on the bench, It has, however, been 
arranged that, for the present, Lord Ormidale will hear 
and dispose of the cases on Lord Mackenzie’s roll. It is 
feared that his Lordship’s state of health is such as to 
make it unlikely that he will return to the bench. 


WE REGRET TO HAVE TO ANNOUNCE the death of the 
Right Hon. Thomas Erskine, third son of the famous 
Lord Erskine, who expired at Bournemouth last week, 
in his seventy-seventh year. The right hon. gentleman 
was educated at Trinity College, Cambridge, and was 
called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1813. He was ad- 
vanced to the dignity of Queen’s Counsel in 1827, and 
four years afterwards was appointed Chief Judge of the 
newly-created Court of Review in Bankruptcy, a court 
which, as our readers know, was abolished in 1847, and 
its powers transferred to one of the Vice-Chancellors. 
In 1840, however, Mr. Erskine was appointed one of 
the Judges of the Court of Common Pleas, a position 
which ill-health compelled him to resign in 1845. A 
Commissionership of the Duchy of Cornwall becomes 
vacant by the decease of the right hon. gentleman. 





Ir IS RUMOURED that Mr. Edwin James, the well- 
known lawyer, made his appearance as a political orator 
on Wednesday, the 3rd of November, before the National 
M‘Clellan Club. Mr. James is believed in America to 
have been eminent in English politics, and they profess 
to look forward with great interest to his expression of 
his views upon the condition of affairs in that country. 
We heartily wish the Yankees, and especially General 
M‘Clellan, joy of him. 


WE ARE INFORMED that the Baron N. M. de Rothschild, 
of St. Swithin’s-lane,and F. Calvert, Esq., Q.C., of 8, New- 
square, Lincoln’s-inn, will be candidates for Aylesbury 
at the next election. 

ON THE 107TH INST., Parliament was further prorogued 
until Friday, the 13th of January, 1865. 


THE PRESS rv. THE JURY. 

In the course of the late trial for murder at the Old 
Bailey, remarkable, rather for the interest taken in it by 
the public, than on account of its importance in a legal 
point of view, the Chief Baron expressed it as his opinion 
that it was not undesirable that the circumstances at- 
tending great crimes should be discussed by the public 
press previously to their being brought to trial. This re- 
mark, falling as it did from a judge of so eminent a 
position on the bench, deserves some notice, for if we 
admit the principle involved in it, we can do so only on 
the assumption, that that which has been hitherto taken 
to be the true position of the press relatively to public 
trials, is not by any means universally so. Our readers 
will recollect the outburst of public opinion against the 
conduct of a journal which professed to give the sub- 
stance of Miiller’s defence, as disclosed to one of their 
correspondents, even before his arrival in this country; 
an opinion which was more or less echoed in a letter 
which appeared in this journal under the above heading. 

The question at issue is—does the discussion in the 
public papers of the circumstances under which a crime 
has been committed, before those circumstances have 
been ascertained on proper legal evidence, tend or not to 
bias the minds of those whom the law appoints to be the 
sole judges of the facts? What is, in fact, the character 
of the discussions carried on in the press upon the oc- 
casion of any remarkable crime? If, indeed, the writers 
for the public journals would confine themselves to an 
accurate statement of the evidence from time to time 
brought forward before a public trial, without taking up 
or pressing upon their readers any views of the weight 
to be attached to the facts adduced, and carefully avoid- 
ing any expression of opinion as to the guilt or innocence 
of the accused, the minds of those who subsequently try 
the case might not be influenced by the knowledge thus 
acquired. But what is the usual course of things? A 
newspaper contains a report of the evidence upon which 
the prisoner is charged, or which from time to time is 
brought forward, until he is finally committed for trial; 
such evidence, however, besides being essentially one- 
sided, is not unfrequently of the most meagre description, 
and it is but seldom that the writer of an article com- 
menting on the case confines himself to it. Chance re- 
ports of all kinds, wholly unsupported by evidence, 
are freely introduced, and are made use of for the 
purpose of explaining the conduct of the accused, 
either to bring the guilt home to him, or to shift 
it from him, according to the bias of the writer; and 
the whole interwoven with what has been proved in 
the regular course upon the preliminary investigations, 
is placed in stirring leaders before the public. If these 
leaders are seen from day to day by any of those on 
whom the duty of trying the prisoner afterwards devolves, 
how can they be expected to separate the true from the 
false, or to escape the bias which the constant reiteration 
of unproved assertions will inevitably have produced ? 
The different newspapers, indeed, may vary in their view 
of the guilt or innocence of the prisoner; and so the 
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steady “ professional newspaper-reader ’ may avoid 
coming to any opinion till he enters the box as a juror ; 
but this is not ordinarily the case. The ordinary juror 
is in the habit of perusing one journal, of which he is 
aconstant reader, and which he has selected for its political 
or religious tendency; and if that journal hounds him on 
against the wretch who is for the time being the object 
of public aversion, or, on the other hand, explains away 
systematically the evidence adduced before the magis- 
trates, the juror, with his mind fully imbued with this, 
will find it no easy matter, when he takes the oath to give 
a true verdict, to disabuse his mind of the idea which has 
become almost part and parcel of himself, that the man 
is what he has been tutored into considering him— 
be the same guilty or innocent. This, we fear, would be 
the result, even supposing that no motive more unworthy 
than the natural desire of circulating their journal ever 
affected the writers of such articles; and, doubtless, his 
Lordship’s observations are applicable only to such cases. 
At the same time, it must not be overlooked that such 
writers may, and occasionally will be, influenced by motives 
of a more objectionable kind—by malice or prejudice; by 
the desire to make the case a stalking-horse on which to 
air certain cherished crotchets; or by the undistinguish- 
ing zeal of a self-elected advocate; and it is quite pos- 
sible that by such general public discussion of the 
crime before the trial, an opportunity would be af- 
forded for the putting forward, by the friends of the 
accused, of statements and arguments utterly with- 
out foundation, and only circulated with a view to 
procuring an acquittal. An instance of the danger of 
such preliminary discussions was afforded by a trial of 
great interest, held in the case of a military officer of 
high rank, in India. The miscarriage of justice which 
took place in that case was probably due, in great mea- 
sure, to an article that was published a considerable time 
previously in a widely circulated periodical, which very 
strongly took up the view that the accused was guilty of 
an offence which he had not committed, but which, by 
its enormity, attracted the public mind, and thus enabled 
those concerned in hushing up the affair to give the go- 
ky to the crime of which he had admittedly been guilty, 
but for which he was not put upon his trial at all. It 
will be recollected that this Journal carefully abstained 
from expressing any opinion upon the merits of the case 
at the time, acting upon what we consider to be the duty 
of the Press in connection with such matters; but imme- 
diately after the finding of the Court in that case had 
been promulgated, an excellent and able article appeared 
in one of our contemporaries, explaining at length the 
view of that proceeding to which we allude. 

True, a check exists to the publication of articles 
plainiy directed to procure a conviction per fas aut nefas, 
in the fact that the accused, if acquitted, may bring an 
action for libel against his anonymous detractor; but it 
is not every accused person that can, upon being pro- 
nounced innocent, take advantage of the expensive 
remedy of an action of the sort against a powerful public 
journal; and this remedy is not open to the public in the 
case where improper attempts are made to procure an ac- 
quittal. In one case, in particular, the bias which we have 
supposed such discussions tend to produce will be most 
dangerous, that, namely, in which the evidence for the 
prosecution and that for the defence is evenly balanced, 
or nearly so. Can it be supposed in that case that the 
effect of a discussion beforehand, of the circumstances of 
the crime, upon the minds of the jury, will be unim- 
portant, if that discussion, after exhausting the facts of 
the evidence, should go on to consider the reasons which 
may be supposed to have led to the commission of the 
crime, and to impute or suggest motives which possibly 
may never have existed, except in the imagination of the 
ingenious writer. A juror who should come to weigh 
the evidence of witnesses under such circumstances can- 
not be considered as free to give an unbiassed verdict as 
another who hears that evidence for the first time 
from the lips of the witnesses. 





Again, in those cases in which a large part of the 
evidence does not appear until the cause comes to trial, 
the entire character of the view taken by the press may 
turn out to have been merely illusory; yet, even in cases 
of this description, the knowledge of the new facts will 
probably produce on the juror an effect very different 
from that which it would have produced upon the mind 
of one who hears the whole for the first time, and who 
has no preconceived theory by which to account for or 
explain away the particulars of evidence. The same 
remark applies to the demeanour of witnesses, the effect 
of which, upon the character of their evidence, although 
one of the most important elements in all criminal trials, 
runs great risk of being misinterpreted by persons who 
judge of that demeanour under the influence of pre- 
viously formed opinions as to the bearing of the facts 
deposed to upon the issue of the trial. It may be said 
that juries are always exposed to dangers of a similar 
kind from the speeches of the counsel engaged in the 
case; but any impressions raised in this manner during 
the trial, are subject to immediate correction, not merely 
by a comparison in the mind of the juror of the view of 
the case presented to him by the eloquence or inge- 
nuity of counsel, with that formed by himself from the 
statements and bearing of the witnesses, but by the 
antidotes mutually supplied by the opposing addresses, 
while the judge’s charge is intended to have, and has in 
fact in many cases, the effect of recalling the jury to the 
really important portions of the evidence, and enabling 
them duly to adjust the balance in their own minds. A 
preconceived opinion, on the contrary, taken up and long 
retained in the mind before the trial, may become too 
firmly fixed to yield before any additional evidence, be- 
fore any circumstance, however remarkable, in the de- 
meanour of the witnesses, or the most clear and logical 
reasoning that ever was contained in a judge’s charge. 








EQUITY. 
SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE—MISDESCRIPTION. 
Mowey v. Bigwood, Ho. of Lds., 12 W. R. 811. 

There can be no doubt that the disposition of our equity 
judges to enforce every contract for the sale of land 
that is at all intelligible, tends to a proportionate degree 
of negligence on the part of the contracting parties and 
their solicitors. Of course, if a term is, by reason of 
fraud, accident, or mistake, omitted from a conveyance, 
that at once gives occasion for the application of the 
remedial influence of the Court of Chancery. The par- 
ties to a formal conveyance intend ca vi termini to con- 
form to the letter of the law: the accidents to which 
both or either of the parties may nevertheless fall a 
victim are obviously, therefore, proper objects for the 
extraordinary bounty of the Court. But this reasoning 
does not apply to cases where the parties intended to 
settle or execute no conveyance whatever, but merely to 
note down a few heads of agreement which, in the re- 
sult, incompletely express their real intention. It has 
even beeu argued, and not without some show of reason, 
that such interference is in effect a violation of the 
Statute of Frauds, though it must of course be admitted 
that if a contract is tainted with fraud or misdescription, 
the statute should not be allowed to succour fraud. 

Since the case of Woollam v. Hearn, 7 Ves. 211, de- 
cided by Sir William Grant, in 1802, the distinction 
between seeking and resisting specific performance as to 
the admission of parol evidence has been unquestioned. 
It is competent in all cases for the defendant in such a 
suit to aver non in hee federa veni. It is rarely, if ever, 
attempted, on the other hand, to enforce a specific per- 
formance of a written contract with a parol variation. 
But the enforcement of an ambiguous contract is,if the am- 
biguity be not merely latent, equivalent to the same thing. 
As a vendor is from the date of the contract a trustee 
for the purchaser, he should only be called upon, like a 
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mortgagee, to convey by words and descriptions equiva- 
lent to those used in the conveyance under which he 
takes the trust: Goodson v. Ellison, 3 Russ. 594. If the 
contract for sale be ambiguous, therefore a decree made 
in pursuance thereof would necessarily labour under a 
similar defect; and to rectify the contract in any material 
respect would be to repeal the Statute of Frauds. Such 
being the well-settled rule of the court on these points, 
we come now to the consideration of the principal case, 
in which a decree for specific performance was ob- 
tained from Vice-Chancellor Stuart, under the following 
cireumstances:—A., after a view of premises, which 
seemed to comprise a piece of land at the rear, agreed to 
purchase them from B. The abstract of title stated the 
parcels to consist of “all that dwelling-house, out-house, 
coal-house, garden, and the piece of land behind bounded 
by the river Exe, excepting thereout a small piece of land 
sold to C.” Ultimately, the purchaser discovered that the 
whole piece of land at the rear had been sold to C. His 
Honour held that A. ought to have made inquiry before 
the sale as to that point, and that his negligence in this 
respect could not release him from the duty of perform- 
ing his contract specifically. 

This decree was, however, reversed by the Lord Chan- 
cellor, who dismissed the bill with costs, and his lord- 
me judgment was, on appeal, affirmed by the House of 
Lords. 

In Jennings v. Broughton, 5 De G.M. & G. 126, it was 
held that misrepresentation, to constitute sufficient 
grounds for setting aside a contract, must be material, must 
not consist of merely conjectural statements, and must be 
made without a belief in the truth of such statements, or 
without reasonable grounds for such a belief. And in that 
case, in which unfounded statements had been made in an 
advertisement for the sale of a mine, but the purchaser 
had not relied upon them, and had had opportunities 
of judging of their truth, it was held that he was bound 
by the contract. At the present day, however, the better 
opinion is, that it is not necessary to prove fraud, if the 
misdescription relate to a material point: Dart on 
V.& P., 3rd ed. 90. What is a material misdescription 
is a question of fact, for the determination of which few 
general rules can be laid down. It has been held that 
where a material part of the property has no existence 
(Robinson v. Musgrove, 2 Moo. & R. 92), or no title can be 
shown to it (Dobell v. Llutchinson, 3 Ad. & E. 855), the mis- 
description is fatal. These, indeed, were cases at law; and 
specific performance is often decreed in equity under cir- 
cumstances in which an action would fail at law. But 
the latter doctrine is one of the admitted first principles 
acted upon in equity. For instance, in Stanton v. Tatter- 
sall, 1 Sm. & Giff. 529, the particulars described the 
premises as a house, No. 58, on the north side of Pall 
Mall, and opposite Marlborough House, although it was 
not in Pall Mall, but at the rear of No. 57 in that street, 
to which it had access through a long passage, which 
also communicated with the street. The Vice-Chancellor 
was of opinion that if the purchaser had not waived the 
objection he could have set aside the contract on the 
ground of misdescription, and, that as the passage was 
an improper one, he could still rescind the contract. And, 
in Burnell v. Brown, 1 J. & W. 168, it was held that the ex- 
istence of a right of sporting, to which the property sold 
was subject, but which was not noticed in the particulars, 
was a defect which was not a proper subject for com- 
pensation, and, therefore, totally defeated the con- 
tract. In Ayles v. Love, 16 Beav. 28, an erroneous de- 
scription of the tenure, a leasehold being described as free- 
hold, was held fatal; and so in Maddeley v. Booth, 2 De G. 
& J. 718, where an underlease was sold as an original 
lease; in Stewart y. Allisson, 1 Mer. 26, where a rack- 
rent was described as a ground-rent; and in Powell v. 
Doubbie, Sug. 30, where a house composed partly of brick 
and partly of timber-lath and plaster, was described as a 
brick-built house. The misdescription in all these cases 
was held to be material. In short, it may be laid down 
as indisputable, that, where the due enjoyment of the 
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property is in any manner affected in any respect not 
noticed in the particulars, the contract will be held void: 
Gibson v. D’ Este, 2 Y. & C. C.C. 542; Shackleton v. Sut- 
cliffe, 1 De G. & J. 609; Price v. Macaulay, 2D. M. G. 339. 

The account contra comprises but a few cases, which 
do not require an extended notice. In White v. Brad- 
shaw, 16 Jur. 738, a house known as 39, Regency-square, 
Brighton, was sold in London to a purchaser who had 
not seen the property; he was held bound by the contract 
even without compensation, although the house was really 
not in the square, but was in a side street adjoining. The 
value of this case as an authority, however, appears to 
be doubtful, the facts being exceptional. In Farebrother 
v. Gibson, 1 De G. & J. 602, the conditions of sale stated 
that an insurance company heli the property under a 
lease; but a previous inquiry by a purchaser, which led 
to the information that certain individuals were the 
lessees, was held to be notice to him, and, as such, to 
bind him. These cases, however, by no means shake the 
stability of the general rule that misdescriptions destroy 
the effect of what would otherwise be notice. Thus, in 
Flight v. Booth, 1 Bing. N. C. 379, it was decided that, 
where on a sale of leaseholds, the terms of the lease were 
mis-stated, the sale might be set aside, even although the 
auctioneer had read the lease aloud at the sale. And in 
Maw v. Corpe, 3 My. & K. 269, it was held to be imma- 
terial whether the plaintiff had or not notice that the de- 
fendants derived their title under a lease from another 
person, because the agreement amounted to a representa- 
tion on the part of the defendants that they could grant 
a lease conformably to the terms of the agreement; and 
a misdescription of this sort is not within the terms of 
the usual provision in contracts of sale, that misdescrip- 
tions and errors shall not annul the sale, but shall be the 
subjects of compensation. 

Lord St. Leonard’s, in the last edition of his treatise on 
Vendors and Purchasers (p. 23), seemed to consider that 
a difference of opinion still prevailed upon the question 
whether misdescription, in an important respect, is fatal 
in the absence of fraud on the part of person making it. 
He inclines to the opinion that fraud is not necessary to 
justify the rescission of the contract—or, rather, that a 
gross misdescription indicates such a degree of negli- 
gence that the Court should thence presume fraud, The 
final decision, however, in the present case, may be con- 
sidered as having finally placed this matter beyond 
doubt. There was no proof of actual fraud on the part 
of the vendor; but, as he professed to sell, in addition to 
the main subject of the contract, a certain piece of land, 
with an exception thereout, it would have been alike 
contrary to law and reason to hold that the exception 
was co-extensive with the piece of land to which it was 
an exception. The purchaser, therefore, was considered 
by their lordships to have had a clear equity to rescind 
the contract, on the ground of a material misdescription ; 
and this decision settles the point, if still doubted, that 
actual fraud on the part of a vendor need not be proved 
by a defendant resisting a suit for specific performance 
where the contract contains a material misdescription. 








COMMON LAW. 

DEFAMATION OF A MARRIED WOMAN—SLANDER. 

Roberts and Wife v. Roberts, Q. B., 12 W.R. 909. 
The rule of law according to which mere defamatory 
words-- unless imputing misconduct in a public office, a 
trade or profession, or an actual! felony—are not action- 
able without special damage, is founded on sound reason. 
It would be intolerable if every idle word of disparage- 
ment uttered by one man of another were to be made 
the subject of legal proceedings, and in such cases the 
Courts rightly refuse relief, except where the plaintiff 
has been actually damaged by the words spoken, or where 
the defendant has given his words permanency by re- 
ducing them to writing. But it appears, on a review of 
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the decisions, that the definition adopted by the judges of 
“actual ” or “special” damage, has, in some instances, 
worked considerable hardship. It has been held that the 
injury must be of a substantial or pecuniary character, 
and hence it has sometimes happened that slander to 
women, and especially to married women, although fol- 
lowed by the gravest social consequences, has gone un- 
punished. Indeed, we can hardly conceive a case in 
which a married woman can ever suffer the sort of damage 
which the law requires. She may often suffer a very 
serious diminution of status in consequence of slanderous 
words; but her material interests can seldom or never be 
affected. 

It has long been settled that an imputation of un- 
chastity on a female is not of itself actionable. There 
are several cases in the older reports (as Baldwin v. 
Klower, 3 Mod. 120; Medhurst v. Balaam, Siderfin, 397) 
where such words were held to be actionable, but they 
are no longer law. They seem to have proceeded on the 
principle that incontinence was a crime, but, as the Court 
observed in Byron v. Hmes, 12 Mod. 106, it was but an 
offence whereof the spiritual court had conusance, and 
could censure, and was not punishable at common law; and 
an action was said not to be maintainable for charging a 
person with an offence of which the law takes no notice, 
without special damage. Mr. Starkie, in his work on 
slander and libel, has noticed that in all these old deci- 
sions, the question seems to have been considered on 
somewhat narrow grounds, and not on the “ broad plain 
ground ” that such words tend to hinder the plaintiff’s 
advancement in life by making an advantageous 
marriage. “It may, perhaps, be too late to contend that 
the plaintiff is entitled to recover on this general prin- 
ciple; the courts, however, have manifested a desire to 
administer every relief in their power to plaintiffs of this 
description, so that the most trifling loss sustained in 
consequence of such slander, as of a dinner, or other 
hospitable but gratuitous entertainment, will entitle the 
party to her action.” The case of Moore v. Meagher, 1 
Taunt. 39, furnishes a good illustration of this observa- 
tion. There the damage alleged was the loss by the 
plaintiff of the society of her neighbours, and of certain 
gratuitous entertainments provided for her by them from 
time totime. In plain words, the lady was no longer 
asked out to dinner. It is difficult to imagine a slighter 
amount of damage; yet it was held sufficient. 

But although a very little damage is enough, it must 
be pecuniary in its nature; and, in case the plaintiff is 
married, it must be damage to herself, and not merely 
damage to her husband (Alsop v. Alsop, 8 W. R. 449). 
Thus, a mere loss of consortium vicinorum is not enough, 
because no substantial interest is affected. 

There is indeed one case where the loss of consortium is 
sufficient, viz., when in consequence of the slander, a 
woman loses the society of her husband (Lynch v. Knight, 
9 Ho. of Lds. Cas. 577). But this exception is no doubt 
made on the principle that the loss of the husband’s so- 
ciety is nearly certain to include a more or less serious 
diminution of material comfort and income. 

In the principal case, the defendant, in language of the 
very grossest description, had imputed unchastity to the 
female plaintiff. In consequence of the imputation, she 
was excluded from a congregation of Calvinistic Me- 
thodists, of which she was a member, and the leaders and 
elders of the body refused to certify that she wa: morally 
fit to belong to it. By this means she was not only ex- 
cluded from communion with the congregation with which 
she was originally connected, but also from communion 
with any other society of the same denomination. No new 
pastor would receive her, because she was unable to pro- 
duce the usual certificate of moral character. This dimi- 
nution of status was the only damage, personal to herself, 
alleged in the declaration. It was a loss of something 
more than mere consortium vicinorum, and resembled the 
case of a man who is turned out of a club in consequence 
of defamatory words spoken of him. But under such 
circumstances he would unquestionably have a remedy, if 
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his expulsion was the natural consequence of the words, be- 
cause he would suffer pecuniary loss. He would be deprived 
of the benefit of his entrance fee and subscription, and, 
by alleging this material damage in his declaration, he 
would escape all risk of a demurrer. There was no such 
allegation in the principal case, and the Court was com- 
pelled to allow the demurrer put in by the defendant. 
Few persons will fail to sympathize with the hardship of 
such a decision; indeed, the judges seemed to feel them- 
selves that the law on this subject was on an unsatis- 
factory basis. “TI think that the law is very cruel,” said 
Cockburn C.J., “in preventing a woman, who has been 
thus wantonly slandered, from bringing an action; but 
as the law now stands, and which I very much regret, 
such an action is not maintainable, unless some substan- 
tial or material damage can be shown to have resulted 
from the speaking of the words.” We may regret that the 
Court did not feel themselves at liberty to hold that the 
loss of consortium vicinorum, coupled with the serious di- 
minution of status, caused by expulsion from a religious 
community, was an injury, sufficiently material, to make 
the wrong suffered by the plaintiff actionable, but, as the 
authorities now stand, the conclusion at which they 
actually arrived seems to have been unavoidable. 








REVIEW. 


The Railways Construction Facilities Act, 1864, with Notes, 
and Abstract of nineteen General Statutes incorporate! 
therewith, and the Act for giving additional Powers to evist- 
ing Railway Companies. By CuartEs WorpswortH, 
Esq., Q.C., Counsel to the Institution of Civil Engineers. 
London: Shaw & Sons. 1864. 

This is one of those little brochures which every new Act 
of any importance is sure to produce, and consists mainly of 
the text of the Acts, 27 & 28 Vict. ce. 120, 121, with copious 
notes of a useful practical kind to the latter (the principal) 
Act. The chief peculiarity in the book consists of the 
abstract of * enactments in general Acts relating to railways, 
applied to railways under this Act,” which is contained in 
notes to the 4th schedule of the Act, and will be found very 
useful in saving the labour of constant reference from statute 
to statute. The importance of the Act consists in giving 
to a certificate of the Board of Trade the same effect 
as a special Act of Parliament, or making such certi- 
ficate obtainable in most cases where an Act would have 
been obtained without opposition. It does not touch op- 
posed cases. As might naturally be expected, neither the 
Lands Clauses Act, nor the Railways Clauses Act, find any 
place in this abstract; they are considered, we presume, so 
much part of the general law as not to require special men- 
tion. This omission renders the work not so complete a 
manual of the law bearing on the principal Act as it other- 
wise would be; but, on the other Pond, the expense of the 
book is thereby greatly reduced, and it may well be that 
these Acts are oth too well known and too often edited and 
annotated to make any further explanation of them neces- 
sary. 

The book, as it stands, will be found a very useful com- 
panion to the advisers of any company desiring to work the 
the Act in question, and to save the expense of carrying an 
unopposed railway bill through Parliament. 











COURTS. 


ROLLS COURT. 

Noy. 12.—In re Pook, a solicitor.—This was.a petition 
presented by the Incorporated Law Society, to strike Mr. 
Pook from the rolls of solicitors, unless he should show good 
cause to the contrary. 

The facts, as disclosed on the petition, were these :—In June, 
1863, one Richardson, a publican, being in difficulties, 
instructed an auctioneer to sell the lease, goodwill, and 
stock-in-trade of his public-house, which sale was accord- 
ingly effected. After paying all charges, there remained in 
the Tanda of the auctioneer, a sum of £421 15s, 5d., belong- 
ing to Richardson. Pending the completion of the sale, 
Richardson had consulted Pook, and disclosed to him his 
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embarrassed circumstances. Pook advised that the best 
course for Richardson to adopt was to endeavour to induce 
his creditors to accept a composition of five shillings in the 
pound; and Richardson consented to the auctioneer paying 
over the balance of £421 15s, 5d. to Pook for this purpose. 
A meeting of creditors was subsequently held at Pook’s 
offices, the proposal to pay five shillings in the pound was 
agreed to, and it was arranged that the composition should 
be paid within a fortnight from the date of such meeting. 
An indenture was duly prepared and engrossed to effectuate 
this object, it contained a declaration that any surplus, after 
payment of the composition, should be retained by Pook to 
reimburse himself of all proper costs, charges, and expenses. 
This indenture was executed by Richardson and by one of 
the creditors in respect of a debt of £217 3s, 10d. owing to 
him, but by no others, and it had never been stamped. 
After some payments by Pook, there remained in his hands 
a sum of about £250. 

Applications had been made to Pook by Richardson and 
some of his unpaid creditors to distribute this balance, which 
he had failed to do, the result of which had been that 
Richardson had been sued. 

An order had been made on the application of Richardson, 
striking Pook from the roll of solicitors practising in bank- 
ruptey, but this order had not been carried out in consequence 
of doubts being entertained by the Chief Registrar of the 
Court of Bankruptcy, whether, having regard to the enact- 
ment of the Act for Consolidating and Amending several of 
the Laws relating to Attorneys and Solicitors practising in 
England and Wales (6 & 7 Vict. ec. 73, s. 27) and of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861 (24 & 25 Vict. c. 134, s. 212), Pook 
ought not to be struck off the rolls of the Court of 
Chancery before his name can be removed from the roll of 
the Court of Bankruptcy. Pook had also become bankrupt, 
but now filed an affidavit stating that he intended to annul 
his bankruptcy and pay his creditors twenty shillings in the 
pound; that creditors whose debts amounted to upwards 
of £1,700 had already consented to his bankruptcy being 
annulled on these terms; and that he verily believed that he 
should be able to carry out his intention of paying his 
ereditors in full. He also stated that he had offered restitu- 
tion of the money; that he was now actively engaged in 
conducting some heavy suits at law; and applied for time, 
till February next, to pay the £225 into court, or as might 
be otherwise directed. 

His Honovr said he would take the papers home and 
read them. 

Mr. Jessel appeared for Pook, and Mr. Haynes for the 
Incorporated Law Society. 

Nov. 14.—The Masrer oF Tur Rotis.—Mr. Jessel, who 
can be relied upon to pay the money into Court? 

Mr. Jessel.—Mr. Calder, one of the creditor’s assignees of 
Pook. 

The MAsrer or THe Rotis,—And he would submit to our 
order ? 

Mr. Jessel.—I am so instructed. Your Honour has seen 
his affidavit. 

The MAster or THE Rotts.—He does not say in his affi- 
davit that he will pay. 

Mr. Jessel_—He offers to submit to an order, Mr. Calder 
is in court, and offers to do so. 

The MASTER oF THE Rotis.—If that is done, Mr. Jessel, 
and the costs of the petitition paid, I will take no further 
steps in the matter. 

Mr. Haynes.—If the money comes into Court, there may 
be difficulty. 

The Master or THE Rotts.—I think not. It must come 
into court to be carried to the account of the scheduled credi- 
tors of Richardson, with liberty to them to apply in chambers. 
I should state that Mr. Richardson has addressed a long letter 
to me claiming the money. If he thinks he can make any 
application with success, and makes it in court, I shall be 
ready to hear it. 

Mr. Jessel—The more regular course would be to make 
an order on Mr. Pook to pay the money on or before the 1st 
of February next. 

The Master or tHe Rotts —Mr. Calder appearing in 
court, and, by his counsel, consenting to the order being 
made on him, that will do. 

Mr. Jessel—The petition will stand over to see whether it 
is paid? 

Lhe Master oF THE Rotts —Yes. I will give you till the 
second seal after Hilary Term. 

Mr. Jessel_—If your Honour pleases, 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN.) 

Nov. 12.—In re John Edwavds.—The bankrupt, who was 
a solicitor, carrying on business at 15, St. Swithin’s-lane, 
applied to pass his examination, and for an order of discharge. 

Mr. Chidley appeared for the assignees, Mr. Doria 
supported the bankrupt. 

The following are the figures of the balance sheet:— 
creditors unsecured, £731; creditors partially secured, £168; 
liabilities on bills overdue and cheques, £140; liabilities 
on guarantees for other parties, £689; and creditors to be 
paid in full, £52, The assets are thus given:—debtors 
good, £716; property given up, £255; property in the 
hands of creditors, £100; property held as security against 
guarantees, £1,000; leaving therefore a surplus on the figures 
of £288. The bankrupt returns losses from bad debts no 
less than £1,275, and from doubtful debts, £903. It would 
appear that the bankrupt was largely engaged in building 
— and to that circumstance may his difficulties be 
traced. 

On behalf of the assignees it was now asked that the 
bankrupt should file, in addition to the cash account already 
filed, a goods account. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLBURN asked why the account had 
not been required before ? 

Mr. Chidley was understood to say that the assignees had 
only recently discovered the necessity for the account. 

Mr. Doria opposed the application. He said that the 
bankrupt had been seven months before the court, his first 
examination having been appointed for the 30th of May. 
On that day he was ordered to file a cash account, and to 
answer the requisitions tendered to him by the assignees. 
A very full cash account had since been filed and the 
requisitions were duly answered. 

Mr. Commissioner GovLpurn.—Are there any assets? 

Mr. Doria.—I think there will be a very good estate. 
The furniture has been sold for £200, and there are other 
moneys coming in. 

Mr. Commissioner GouLBuRN then said that under the 
circumstances, the application for a goods account came tco 
late, and he could not listen to it. The bankrupt would 
therefore pass his examination and receive his order of 
discharge. 

Order granted. 

(Before Mr. Commissioner HoLroyp.) 

Noy. 17.—In ve J. F. 8. Gooday.—The bankrupt, J. F. S, 
Gooday, who was an attorney practising at Sudbury, in 
Suffolk, applied by adjournment for an order of discharge. 
The case has been several times before the Court, and the 
figures have already been published. 

Mr, Miller, who appeared for the assignees, said that, 
although several of the creditors were dissatisfied with the 
mode in which their debts had been contracted, they did not 
think any good would result from a further postponement, 
and they would therefore consent to the allowance of the 
order of discharge. 

Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp—I suppose the bankrupt has 
been in difficulties for some years ? 

The bankrupt admitted that this was so. 

Mr. Commissioner Ho.royD said it would have been much 
better if the bankrupt had met his creditors at an earlier 
period. 

Mr. Miller said the bankrupt was anxious to resume busi- 
ness, and on that ground the assignees consented to the order 
being granted. 

His Honour then granted the desired order. 

Mr. Grifiths appeared for the bankrupt. 

(Before Deputy-Commissioner WINSLOW.) 

Nov. 11.—In ve John Leigh. —This was a most lamentable 
case.* The bankrupt, Mr. John Leigh, was a barrister-at-law, 
and for some years one of the magistrates at Worship-strect 
Police Court. The failure would appear to have arisen 
solely in consequence of enanccenitie speculations in the 
Stock Exchange. 

From the accounts it would appear that the unsecured 
debts are £33,417, due for the most part to brokers on the 
Stock Exchange; secured debts £423; property given up 
toassignees, £936; and property in the hands of creditors, £223. 

Several creditors appeared to oppose, but by consent of all 
parties the examination was passed, the order of discharge 
standing over till the 13th January next. 

* 8 Sol. Jour, 548, 836, 
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Mr. Sargood, Mr. Reed, Mr. R. Griffiths, Mr. Linklater, 
and Mr. Beard, were in the case. 

Nov. 12.—In ve W. F. Windham.—The accounts under this 
failure have at length been placed upon the file by Messrs. 
Johnstone & Co. The following are the figures:—Creditors 
unsecured (eighty-seven in number, and consisting of livery- 
stable-keepers, tailors, and other tradesman, &c.), £3,187; 
secured, £714; debts contracted by Mrs. Windham, £711; 
assets, property in the hands of creditors, £800; other 
property, £32,564. 

Included in the list of unsecured creditors are Messrs. 
Laws, of 19, Great Coram-street, Russell-square, whose 
claim of £200, debt and costs, arises out of an action 
commenced against the bankrupt for an assault. With 
regard to this debt the bankrupt makes the following 
statement:—‘‘I gave no authority to my solicitor to confess 
a judgment for the £200, but I am told that he did so, 
and the only intimation I had of it from him was that 
a capias had been issued, and his advising me to get out of 
the way.” 

The next meeting is fixed for the 23rd inst. 

Noy. 16.—In re Alfred Jenkinson.—The bankrupt, who 
was an attorney, of Clement’s-lane, came up for examination, 

Mr. Lawrance appeared on behalf of the assignees. 

The petitioning creditor in this case was Mr. T. O. Duke, 
of 17, Harleyford-place, Kennington-park, a creditor for 
£150, who was subsequently appointed assignee under 
the bankruptcy. The unsecured debts are returned at 
£1,998; secured debts, £5,746; liabilities upon bills dis- 
counted, £280; other liabilities, £67; liabilities on aceom- 
modation bills, £80; and creditors to be paid in full, £49. 
The assets are thus returned—debtors, good, £2; debtors, 
doubtful, £93; property in the hands of creditors, value 
uncertain; and property given up to assignees, £555.—The 
bankrupt states that he was lately in partnership with his 
brother, Charles T. Jenkinson, and his son, Arthur C. Jen- 
kinson, as solicitors, at 7, Clement’s-lane. That partnership 
was dissolved by consent on the 8th of October last. The 
books and assets of the firm belonged to his late partners, 
who were able and willing to pay all outstanding claims, and 
to account to the assignees so soon as the estate has been wound 
up. Included in the estimate of assets is household furni- 
ture, returned at £450; 1,394 shares in the Great Tregune 
Consols Copper Mining Company, of uncertain value (the 
mine being on the cost-book principle, and the bankrupt 
being under liabilities in respect of it); 100 shares in the 
Carradon Pheenix Consols Mining Company, Cornwall; and 
fifty shares of £1 each in the New South Wales Coal Com- 
pany. The bankrupt also gives up a policy upon his own 
life for £1,000 in the Reliance Assurance Company, valued 
at £75. From the deficiency account, filed with the pro- 
ceedings, it would appear that on the Ist of October, 1863, 
the bankrupt had a surplus of £55. His drawings since 


that date were £625; losses, £907; liabilities on account of 


various parties, for whom he had received no consideration, 
£6,000 odd, besides travelling and housekeeping expenses, 

After hearing the parties, his Honour passed the examina- 
tion, and granted the discharge, subject to the bankrupt 
stating upon the proceedings the circumstances under which 
he had incurred the liabilities upon bills. 





SHERIFFS’ COURT, 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Kerr.) 
Nov. 14.—Reynolds vy. Roberts; Reynolds vy. Sevell.— 


These were actions brought by one of the sheriffs’ officers of 


Middlesex, against two attorneys, for the recovery of ‘caption 
fees.” In the first case, the debtor had been arrested by the 
officers when he produced his order of discharge from the 
Court of Bankruptcy. In the second case, the attorney for 
the creditor (Sewell) had signed an order to discharge the 
debtor “upon payment of fees.” 

The defence of Roberts was, that the debtor had not been 
arrested, inasmuch as he had never been actually in custody. 
That of Sewell, that the officer had, in his own way, dis- 
charged the debtor without requiring payment of the fee in 
question from him. 

His Honour thought the plaintiff entitled to recover in 
both actions. He founded this opinien upon the case of 
Brewer vy. Jones, 8 W. R. 215. He did not think, that 
that case was law, but it was binding upon him till reversed 
or overruled. The plaintiff must have judgment against 
both defendants, 





GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


A “'TRIcK OF THE TRADE.” 

Sir,—I think there are some methods of getting over diffi- 
cnlties in the way of enforcing legal remedies, which, to an 
attorney well up in his practice, and possessing a little 
ingenuity, may at times prove of considerable advantage. 

A case of this sort I find in Chitty’s Practice, 10th ed., 
vol. 1, p. 470, where a plaintiff had judgment for a debt of 
£15 3s. 6d., and defendant had no goods, consequently he 
could not take defendant under a ea. sa., but he brought an 
action on the judgment for the amount recovered and costs, 
which together exceeded £20, in order to have personal exe- 
cution. In this case the Court allowed plaintiff his costs of 
the second action, under 43 Geo. 8, ¢.46, s. 4. 

In referring to the garnishee clauses of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854, it oceurred to me whether the method 
of attaching debts there originated could not be made use of 
as a mode of obtaining speedy execution against a debtor. 
For instance, suppose Smith owes Brown £50, and Brown 
wants to recover it without being put to the expense and 
delay of Smith defending the action in order to gain time, 
having no defence, and for that purpose allows his (Brown's) 
attorney to get judgment against him (Brown) forthe amount, 
and then for the attorney to proceed against Smith under 
the garnishee clauses of the Common Law Procedure Act, 
1854. 

Here a writ might be issued against Brown, and judgment 
had in eight days; the same day, an affidavit being made 
of the debt, application might be made to a judge at 
chambers for an order to attach the debt in the hands of 
Smith, and for Smith to appear and show cause why he 
should not pay the attorney the debt due to Brown, and in 
default the judge will order execution to issue against Smith; 
or if he disputes the debt, may order the attorney to issue a 
writ of summons against Smith, to show cause why execution 
should not issue against him for the amount due on the 
judgment, with costs. 

By this method a cheap and speedy remedy could ap- 
parently be had against Smith in about ten days. 

Probably this would also prove an easy method of assign- 
ing Smith’s debt to the attorney without a power of attorney 
to sue in Brown’s name, and indeed without the necessity of 
suing at all in the usual manner. 

No doubt you, or some of your readers who are more ex- 
perienced than myself, will be better able to say whether 
the ‘‘idea” is worth anything, and therefore 1 venture to 
trespass on your columns. ARTICLED CLERK. 

Manchester, Nov. 10. 





Cuurcn RATEs, 

Sir,—In reply to the question asked by your correspon- 
dent ‘*A Layman,” in your last week’s issue,* I would 
answer that the view of the subject taken by the minister 
mentioned in ‘‘ A Layman’s” letter seems to me in accord- 
ance both with natural justice and the actual state of the 
existing law. 

As I understand the question, the right to levy a 
church-rate at all, arises from the fact that the fabric of 
the church is the property of the parish, not of any one 
set of parishioners rather than another, not of any one sect 
or denomination to the exclusion of the others, but of every 
individual parishioner, all having alike equal rights of 
property therein, and equal right to the use thereof in the 
manner prescribed by law. This being so, it of course 
becomes the duty of the parish, as a quwasi-corporation 
aggregate, to Maintain and keepin repair its own property, 
and every expense which is properly incidental to the 
maintenance and repair of the fabric is therefore a proper 
charge on the parish at large, 7. e., a proper subject for a paro- 
chial rate. But when youcome tothose expenses which are not 
directly connected with the maintenance of the parish pro- 
perty, but relate more immediately to the comfort and con- 
venience of the individuals, parishioners or others, who are for 
the time being in actual enjoyment of the building ; thatis to 
say, to expenses not for the maintenance of the fabric, but 
for the due celebration of Divine Service therein, or the 
comfort of the congregation there assembled ; it does not 
seem to me that any portion of this expense ought to be 
charged on any person other than the congregation for whose 
benefit alone it is incurred. 1 know, indeed, that as the 


* 9 Sol. Jour, 32. 
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law now stands, some expenses of this kind may be, and 
occasionally are, defrayed out of the church-rate, but this 
practice has always seemed to me opposed to justice and at 
variance with the principle on which alone the rate can 
be defended. 

The question in the particular case mentioned by a layman 
would seem therefore to be reduced to this, whether the 
warming apparatus was ‘‘ineffective” as exposing the church 
to decay from damp, or as being insufficient for the comfort 
of the congregation; if the former, it might well be a most 
judicious outlay of the parochial funds on the principal that 
‘a stitch in time saves nine,” but from the context of the 
letter, I infer that the latter was the real evil to be remedied, 
and on the grounds above stated I consider that that was a 
matter for the congregation for the time being, and for them 
only, with which the parish at large had nothing to do. , 

RK. J. S. E. 





THE Bankruptcy Court. 

Sir,—The late fracas in the Bankruptcy Court is as dis- 
graceful to the bar, as it is to the court in which it took 
place, and public opinion will not be satisfied if it,is allowed 
to be hushed up. 

A report is current that this is likely,to be the course 
adopted, and that no action will be taken in the matter, 
whereby the recurrence of this scandal may, for the future, 
be avoided. The case, as reported, is very simple, and may be 
briefly stated as follows:—A barrister, in the exercise of his 
profession, insists upon obtaining from an unwilling witness 
some point damaging to his opponent. It is attempted to 
put him down, which he, having his client’s interest at 
stake, will not allow. The observations become unprofes- 
sional, and the scene ends by the opponent striking his 
brother barrister. This, however, is not in an open court, 
nor in a recognised precinct of the court, but in a private 
chamber adjoining the court, and from no recognised au- 
thority having been present, no action can be taken upon it. 

The barrister aggrieved waives all personal insult to him- 
self, and throws himself upon his brethren practising in the 
same courts. Having agreed to abide by their decision, he 
leaves his case in their hands. 

The anticipated result would have been that the wrongdoer 
would have been made to acknowledge, as publicly as the 
insult, the reparation, together with an apology to the bar. 
We trust this may be the case, but nothing short of this, and 
this would be still very lenient to the outrage done in his 
name to the dignity of the bar. CG, 





Morrcace CHARGES. 

Sir,—We beg to call the attention of your readers to the 
following deductions from a loan of £300, said to have been 
lately made to a poor man by or through a Mr. William 
Clark, of Mortimore House, Stanhope-place, N.W.:— 
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Mr. Clark’s letter containing the above statement is now 
before us. 

We do not find his name in the Law List, and it does not 
appear from the papers in our possession that any solicitor 
was employed in the matter. We have also two other 
letters from Mr, Clark to the borrower, in one of which 
he states that he could not have the deed ready for him 
by the time required; and in the other, that he would 
wait upon him to attest it. 

Is not this a proper case for the Law Institution to take 
up? Burt & STEVENS. 

Gray’s-inn, Noy. 17. 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Henry Harrincron MotyNevx-SEEL, gent., to be Blue- 
mantle Pursuivant of Arms, vacant by the promotion of 
Henry Murray Lane, Esq., to the office of Chester Herald. 

CHARLES Pore GREENHILL, of No. 68, Gracechurch-street, 
City, gent., to be a London commissioner to administer 
oaths in chancery. 

Mr. J. Monro, joint-magistrate and deputy-collector of 
Sarun, to officiate as magistrate and collector of Patna. 





Mr. F. J. Cocksurn to officiate as civil and sessions judge 
of Tipperah. 

Mr. E. G. Bincu to be civil and sessions judge of Moor- 
shedabad. 


Mr. J. J. Grey, magistrate and collector of Sarun, to be 
magistrate and collector of the first grade. 


Mr. W. Lr F. Rosrnson to be magistrate at Midnapore. 
Mr. Retry to be registrar of deeds of the district of 
Burdwan. 
Mr. V. G. Taytor to be joint-magistrate and deputy- 
collector of Tirhoot. 
Mr. W. MAcpHerson to be joint-magistrate and deputy- 
collector of Backergunge. 
Mr. E. G. Guazrer to officiate as joint-magistrate and 
deputy-collector of Backergunge. 
“T. C, HayLiar, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to act as Govern- 
ment professor of law, Bombay. 





SCOTLAND. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICIARY. 
(Before the Lord Justice-CLERK, Lord Neaves, and Lord 
JERVISWOODE.) 

Nov. 14.—M‘Kenzie and Others v. Whyte.—In this case 
James M‘Kenzie, lawyer’s clerk, Brechin; William Bruce, 
jun., divinity student; and Alexander Innes, pupil teacher, 
Brechin, applied for suspension of a warrant or sentence” 
dated on or about the 25th day of July, 1864, whereby 
Alexander Robertson, Esq., Sheriff-Substitute of Forfarshire, 
at Forfar, found the complainers guilty of ‘‘ wickedly and 
feloniously exposing their persons, and of taking off their 
clothes, and exposing themselves on the banks of the river 
Southesk, situated opposite or near to Brechin Castle, in the 
parish of Brechin, and county of Forfar, in a state of nudity, 
to the annoyance of the lieges,” the said sentence being pro- 
nounced at the instance of Robert Whyte, Esq., Procurator- 
Fiscal of Forfarshire. 

Mr. Patton and Mr. Guthrie Smith appeared for the appli- 
cants, and Mr. Shand and Mr. A. R. Clark for the respou- 
dent, the Procurator-Fiscal of Forfarshire. 

On behalf of the applicants it was urged that the libel was 
irrelevant, inasmuch as the charge of ‘indecent exposare 
of the person” was not of itself a crime by the law of Scot- 
land, and it was not said that the exposure was in a public 
place. It was not said that Brechin Castle was inhabited at 
the time, or that anyone from the windows saw the defen- 
dants while bathing. They also submitted that if there was 
a civil right in this case, the civil courts we reopen to afford a 
redress, and that it would be a scandal to the law of Scotland 
if boys were to be dragged into criminal courts, and visited 
with the penalties of indecency, for bathing in a place where 
no human being saw them, except parties who were there for 
the purpose of trying to detect them. 

Mr. Clark and Mr. Shand supported the libel, and con- 
tended that the phrase ‘‘indecent exposure of the person” 
was a good description of a crime known to the law of Scot- 
land. They submitted that as the defendants had undressed 
themselves within fifty yards of the windows of Brechin 
Castle, they had been clearly guilty of an offence against the 
criminal law. 

The Lorp Justice-CLerk referred to the case of nude 
models in the Life School of Art, and asked if these were not 
indecent exposures of the person, though they were not 
criminal by the law of Scotland? He also asked if in certain 
minds the indecent exposure involved in certain surgical 
operations was not a great aggravation of the physical 

main ? 

Mr. Clark submitted that the class of cases referred to 
were not ‘indecent exposures,” because these words had a 
legal technical meaning which must be understood in the in- 
dictment. He did not think that the exposure of the person 
required by a surgical operation was either indecent or unbe- 
coming; and he submitted that if persons bathed so near a 
house that they could be seen, there was no doubt that they 
committed a public offence. 

The Lorp Justice-CLerk—There is no doubt that the 
indecent exposure of the human person under certain cir- 





* Anglicé, to quash a conviction. 
¢ Anglicé, the indictment was demurrable, 
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cumstances and conditions, and with certain effects, is a crime 
known to the law of Scotland. But, so far as I know, there 
are only two kinds or classes of crime of this description. 
The one is an offence against private persons; the other is 
an offence against public morals. The former is what is 
perfectly well known under the description of lewd practices, 
where a person exposes himself with the view of corrupting 
the morals of others. The other is where an indecent expo- 
sure of the person is made in a public place, or in some 
place where it is seen by many people, and constitutes an 
offence against public morals and public decency. Both of 
these are perfectly well-known cases; but I am not aware of 
any other kind of case in which exposure of the person is a 
crime by the law of Scotland. We are asked, as a necessary 
condition of supporting this libel, to affirm the proposition 
that indecent exposure of the person, irrespective of the cir- 
cumstances and conditions under which the exposure is 
made, or of the effects flowing from it, is always a crime by 
the law of Scotland; because, unless it can be affirmed uni- 
versally, and without exception, that all indecent exposures 
of the person are, by the law of Scotland, crimes, this 
libel is certainly irrelevant. Then, in judging of this ques- 
tion, we must first inquire whether the term ‘indecent ex- 
posure of the person” has received any fixed technical signi- 
fication, or is nomen juris; and to that question I appre- 
hend a negative answer must be returned. There is no trace, 
so far as we can learn, of anything like the fixing of a tech- 
nical signification to these words in any criminal libel, or 
in any authority on the criminal law. Well, then, if they 
have no technical signification, we must take them in their 
common meaning; and the question comes to be whether 
every indecent exposure of the person is necessarily a crime. 
I think there might be indecent exposure of the person for 
laudable and innocent objects, and I cannot in the least 
degree concur with the views that were stated in argument 
that the use of the term ‘‘ indecent” necessarily implies an 
indecent motive, or object, or feeling, on the part of the indi- 
vidual whose person is exposed. But still, if it were neces- 
sary, in order to satisfy the meaning of the term “‘indecent 
exposure of the person” inits popular and ordinary significa- 
tion, that there should be something immoral upon the 
part of those who had exposed their persons, in 
order to make it an indecent exposure, I should still 
think that there are many such exposures of the per- 
son that will not constitute a crime, and some examples 
of this nature were given in the course of the argument. 
But what is the species facti with which we have to deal in 
this libel? It is said that at a part of the river Esk, outside 
or near to Brechin Castle, the accused did undress themselves 
and appear in a state of nudity upon the banks, to the an- 
noyance of the lieges. | Now, is that the offence against pri- 
vate persons which we know under the name of lewd 
practices? It cannot be that. € Jn the other hand, is it that 
offence against public morals which consists of a person ex- 
posing himself in a state of nudity, or partial nudity, in some 
publie place, or in some place where he can be seen by a 
multitude of people? There is nothing within the four 
corners of this complaint to justify us in supposing that the 
place which these persons selected for undressing themselves 

yas a place where they might naturally expect to be seen by 
anybody whatever. It is not said that the place was in 
itself a place of public resort, or a place that could be seen 
from any place of public resort, It is not said that any per- 
sons were there and saw the accused ; and I think, therefore, 
it clearly does not amount to that offence against public 
morals to which I referred, which consists of the exposure of 
the person in a reckless and indecent way, so as to be seen 
by a number of people in some public place. Upon the libel 
itself, therefore, I entertain no doubt, whether you take its 
general description or its special description, that there is 
no crime by the law of Scotland. Then the words ‘to the 
annoyance of the lieges” are of no value whatever in strength- 
ening this complaint, because itis not said how the lieges were 
annoyed. _ It certainly is a satisfaction to see that the thing 
is not merely wrong in irrelevancy,* but that in point of fact 
there was no ground against the accused in fact or in evi- 
dence for the charge of any criminal offence whe ‘ever. Upon 
these grounds I am in favour of passing the note of suspen- 
sion. t 

Lord Neaves and Lord JeRvIswoove concurred. 
Note of suspension passed, with costs. 





* Anglicé, fault of pleading. __ 
t Anglicé, quasbing the conviction, 





TRELAND. 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before the Curer Justice, and Kroen and Cristian, JJ.) 

Nov. 10.—Supple y. Cane, Secretary to the West of Eng- 
land Insurance Company.—Mr. J. E. Walshe, Q.C., with 
Mr. O’ Driscoll, moved on behalf of the defendants that the 
taxing master of this court should be directed to review his 
taxation of the defendant’s costs. The question arose thus 
—the plaintiff brought an action against the defendants to 
recover the amount of a policy for £1,000; it was tried be- 
fore the Chief Justice, and a verdict had for the plaintiff. 
The defendant took several exceptions to the charge of the 
judge, These exceptions were argued and overruled by the 
Court. The defendants then carried the record into the 
Court of Error, and after argument there, the judgment of 
the Common Pleas was reversed, and a venire de novo 
awarded. The plaintiff then died, and his personal represen- 
tative entered a rule to discontinue proceedings, and the 
question now arose as to what costs the defendants were 
entitled to upon the discontinuance, the plaintiff’s counsel 
insisting that there were no costs in such a case, the defen- 
nant’s counsel contending that certain costs fo lowed the 
rule to discontinue, and ultimately the Court, expressing 
an opinion as to the great importance of the question, 
directed the taxing master to make a report to the Court, 
the points to be settled with him by the junior counsel at 
both sides. aS 
Tue Law oF Bankruptcy. 

Bartlett vy. Lewis.—On the evening of the eighteenth day 
that this case had been at trial, the jury, after a short deli- 
beration, found (as announced last week) * a verdict for the 
defendant, Mr. David Leopold Lewis. The finding was of 
eleven jurors only, one having been released in consequence 
of his house having fallen down; and his presence was, there- 
fore, urgently required to attend to his private affairs. The 
litigation commenced so long since as in the year 1861, when 
an action was commenced at Westminster, and in that action 
a very remarkable series of interrogatories were, by leave of 
Mr. Justice Willes, exhibited to the defendant. These inter- 
rogatories raised some very important points of practice 
under the Common Law Procedure Act. Early in the fol- 
lowing year the present action was commenced in Ireland, 
and a commission was issued to examine witnesses in 
London. The summons and plaint was simply for the 
amount of certain bills of exchange, something over £16,000. 
The plea was, bankruptcy ;—replication, fraudulent conceals 
ment of property. On this record the case went to trial. 
The plaintiff's counsel were, Mr. Serjeant Armstrong, Mre 
Isaac Butt, Q.C., M.P, Mr. Morris, Q.C., and Mr. E. John- 
stone. The defendant’s counsel were Mr. Serjeant Sullivan, 
Right Hon. A. Brewster, Q.C., Right Hon. James Whiteside, 
Q.C., Mr, Sydney, Q.C., Mr, R. S. Foley, and Mr. W. Roper. 
The investigation ranged over many subjects, at former 
times of great importance to the monied interests in London; 
the speculations of the late John Sadleir, the defendant's 
dealings in Westminster Bonds, the Santandar Railway and 
Mr. George Hudson, &c. For seventeen days these stupen- 
dous transactions, and the evidence upon them of a vast 
number of witnesses, all of whom were English, occupied an 
Irish Court and jury with the large bar engaged in the ease. 
The speech of Mr. Butt, who summed up the whole case, was 
characterised by very remarkable power. Much amusement 
was created by his prescription for the defendant, who, as 
proved by his medical attendant, was too ill to attend for 
examination. It was as follows:— 

‘*R.—Take of the verdict of an Irish jury, 11 drachms 

and no scruples. 
Of the speeches of Irish ecounsel—ad libitum. 
Of the charge of an Irish judge—quantum 
sufficit, 
The evidence of an English doctor. 
And when taken, to be well shaken.” 

The speech occupied an entire day in the delivery, and on 
the following morning Lord Chief Baron Pigot pro- 
ceeded to charge the jury, and told them that the issues they 
had to try were substantially these—They were the first two 
of six issues before them; but he would not say a word 
about the remaining four issues, as the first two were those 
which substantially bore on the case. The first issue was, 
whether, at the time before the defendant obtained his cer- 


* 9 Sol, Jour. 33, 
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tificate, he concealed money, property, and effects belonging 
to his creditors. The second issue was, whether the defen- 
dant had falsified his accounts, with the object of defeating 
the operation of the bankrupt laws. The whole question 
they had to try was really stated in these two issues. The 
action was brought on bills for the amount of £16,000; and 
so far as that demand was concerned, there was no dispute, 
and they must take it, for the purpose of this action, those 
bills were due. They must, therefore, put that out of con- 
sideration. The defence of the defendant was founded on 
his certificate—a clear defence in point of law, a clear and 
honest defence in point of practice, if not removed by what 
the plaintiff alleged. The plaintiff stated that the defen- 
dant, before obtaining his certificate, concealed property; 
and if he did so, the certificate was nullified in point of law. 
The Act of Parliament stated that if a bankrupt concealed 
any portion of his property with intent to defraud the bank- 
rupt law, it annulled the validity of the certificate. The 
words were not ‘‘a fraudulent” doingofit. It would be acon- 
cealment with intent to defeat the law, the benefit of which 
the bankrupt seeks. That was the narrow issue they had to 
try. His Lordship adverted to a matter which pressed very 
hard against the defendant, and which, he (the Chief Baron) 
said, rested on clear indisputable evidence; and, in fact, was 
not denied, nor could be denied—the pawning of the 
jewels, rings, &e., to Attenborough, This was a fact which 
made seriously both for Lewis and against him. It was not 
disputed that the property pawned for the £200 was pro- 
perty belonging to Lewis, and that there was other property 
which was said belonged to his wife, and which, therefore, 
stood in precisely the same position. He (his Lordship) 
was bound to say there was not a shadow of foundation for 
suggesting that a wife’s paraphernalia was not liable for her 
husband’s debts. No matter who gave it to her—whether it 
was her husband, or whether it was brought into the family 
by the wife. It was, unquestionably, property liable to be 
applied for the discharge of the demands of the creditors, 
and ought to have been disclosed by Lewis. If the property 
was in his possession, and pledged by him for the relief of 
any of his necessities, whatever they were, that was no jus- 
tification in point of law for not having disclosed the facts to 
the Bankrupt Court. No suggestion was made that the 
transaction was, in fact, a sale of the property, in which case 
the question arose whether, if so, it ought not to have been 
disclosed to the Court. He was bound to say that, upon 
that part of the case, there was a very serious question. He 
had said it cut both ways, and so it did; for it was not easy 
to conceive that if the defendant had inade enormous profits 
by the plunder of his creditors, he would have pawned this 
comparatively small amount of property. 

* After some other remarks from the learned judge, the jury 
retired to consider their verdict, and Mr. Butt then called 
on his Lordship to direct them to find a verdict for the 
plaintiff on the question as to the pawning of the property, 
Which his Lordship declined to do, but reserved the point. 
Mr. Butt likewise excepted to some of his Lordship’s deci- 
sions onYquestions of the acceptance and rejection of evi- 
dence. His Lordship also reserved these points. 

The jury, after about half-an-howr’s deliberation, came 
into court with a verdict for the defendant. 

Since the termination of the trial, an application has been 
made to the Court to extend the time for settling the bill of 
exceptions (taken by the plaintiff's counsel), on the ground 
that the case having been at trial as well in term as after 
term, the parties ought not to be bound to the periods fixed 
by the General Orders for furnishing exceptions in either of 
such cases. The time was extended for ten days, 

It may fairly be considered that, if the evidence in this 
case had been taken by a short-hand writer, rather than in 
extenso by the presiding judge, much of the expense and 
inconvenience of proceedings so protracted would have been 
saved, 

Mr. Butt is to be seen daily, robed, in the hall; and, it is 
said, intends to resume practise at the Irish har. 


RECKLESS INSOLVENCY. 

Judge Lynch taught a severe lesson to a medical student 
who sought his discharge in the insolvent court last week. 
After the examination of the insolvent, whose name was John 
Thomas Doyle, and-after the grounds of opposition had been 
gone into, his lordship said the case was a very bad one ; 
the insolvent bought articles of jewellery and perfumery. for 
his toilet of a most expensive character, for instance, a hair 








brush at three pounds, and smelling bottles at most extra- 
vagant prices, and then coolly said that he made presents of 
the most of them. The interests of society demanded that 
such conduct should be punished. He got clothes from a 
tailor, and when sued for the amount, he pleaded infancy, 
and then his conduct with regard to Mr. Miller was very bac. 
Mr. Miller held a number of I 0’s given to him by the insol- 
vent, as he (Mr. Miller) said, for money advances made him, 
but the insolvent’s account of it was that he gave the 10's 
at Mr. Miller’s request, so that he might be able to show the 
insolvent’s father, who was a gentleman of some means, that 
he owed money to Miller, which the father might be induced 
to pay. Mr. Miller swore that the money was bona fide due 
to him, and he (Judge Lyneh) believed him. He felt bound 
to remand the insolvent for the longest period the law would 
allow—namely two years. 


ALLEGED DeskcRATION OF A CHURCHYARD. 

An application was made to the Court of Queen’s Bench 
last week, for a conditional order to quash the indictment 
(removed into that court by certiorart trom the commission 
of Oyer and Terminer), found against the Rev. Wm. Kennedy, 
the impropriate curate, and Mr. Henry Rutherford, one of 
the churchwardens, of St. Doulough’s parish, in the county 
of Dublin. The indictment set forth that on the 1st of April, 
1864, and divers other days, the defendants ‘did break and 
enter the graves in the churchyard, in which divers persons, 
parishioners, had been interred, did unlawfully, wilfully, and 
indecently disturb, and open, and did remove the covering 
of the said graves, and divers bones of divers persons who 
had been so buried therein, did unlawfully and indecently 
take and carry away and did remove the same from and out 
of the said churehyard, and cause the same to be placed and 
seattered in a certain lane, and upon and over a certain field 
outside of the said churchyard, to the great scandal and dis- 
grace of Christian burial.” It was urged that the name of 
the person whose remains had been disturbed should be 
stated, or thatit should have been alleged that the remains 
were of persons unknown; and other defects in the indict- 
ment were pointed out, and the Court was asked not to 
oblige the parties defendants to incur the odium of a trial on 
such a charge, leaving it to them to raise these points on a 
motion in arrest of judgment. Their lordships were unani- 
mous in refusing a conditional order, stating that it was 
open to the defendants to demur, if they were satisfied that 
the indictment was bad in law; or to plead, if doubts were 
entertained as to the result of such a course. Ultimately a 
general plea of * Not guilty” was lodged in the Crown Office. 

Tur LAW ReLarine to FrieNDLY SOcieTIEs. 

At the last Borough Sessions, the Recorder of Cork (My. 
Forsayth, Q.C.) made a decision of some importance to 
friendly societies. In a case of Thompson v. Duffy, secretary 
of the Kilbarry Co-operative Society, which was an action to 
recover £19 16s. 4d., amount of provisions supplied by the 
plaintiff to the society, an application was made by Mr. 
M‘Gennis, attorney for the defence, to strike out the secre- 
tary’s name, and allow the decree to pass against the society 
generally—His Worship said he was of opinion that, in acase 
of limited liability, they could not proceed against an indi- 
vidual from whom the whole amount might be recovered by 
execution, he being merely handed over to his chance of 
getting it back from the limited company, which he might 
never do. As at present advised, he would issue no decree 
against the secretary until it was shown to him, by those 
who brought forward the process, that there was an Act 
which made the secretary or treasurer amenable in a society 
of this kind to a legal suit against the society. He had 
found none, and until such a statute had been shown him, he 
would issue no decree against the defendant in this case. 

Treket-OF-LEAVE MEN. 

The following circumstance has excited fears lest English 
ticket-of-leave men are finding their way to Ireland, so as to 
escape the surveillance to which, under the Act of last 
session, they are now subjected:—A short time since a con- 
viet, released from Portsmouth convict prison, arrived in 
Ireland, and commenced forthwith a plundering carcer till 
within the last few days, when he was apprehended for a 
robbery in Lower Abbey-street, and sent to Richmond 
Bridewell, previous to his trial. The inspector of released 
convicts, Mr. Organ, visited the delinquent in the gaol, and 
after a searching investigation, learned that he was an 
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English ticket-of-leave man, discharged from Portsmouth 
somewhere about the 10th of September last. It has been 
ublicly stated that the Government and the directors of the 
Prish Convict Board have urged upon the Home Secretary 
the necessity of having all convicts released on tickets of 
leave from English gaols, and coming into Ireland, placed 
under proper supervision. 
Tuk Bevrast Riots. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench gave judgment upon Wed- 
nesday upon an application to admit to bail certain of the 
prisoners now in the gaol of Belfast for trial, on charges con- 
nected with the riots which are the subject of the inves- 
tigation now proceeding. 

Mr. Justice Fitzgerald, referring to Reg. v. Scaife, Dowl. 
Pr. Cas. 553, where Mr. Justice Coleridge, of whom he spoke 
as ‘‘that clear-minded and impartial judge,” decided against 
a similar application, said that, taking into consideration the 
enormity of the offence, and that the prisoners were deposed 
to as having ‘singled themselves out as leaders” of the 
lawless mob, he could not satisfy his mind that there was a 
certainty that the parties would be forthcoming to answer 
the charge, and he could not therefore accede to the ap- 
plication. 

Mr. Justice Hayes was of opinion that the circumstances 
which led up to the offence should be taken into consideration 
in estimating the enormity of the offence, and it did not 
appear to him that the acts of the prisoners were wholly 
unprovoked. Being of opinion that the parties would be 
forthcoming, his lordship thought the prisoners should be 
admitted to bail. 

Mr. Justice O’Brien said he should abstain from discuss- 
ing the conduct of any party prior to the day named in the 
indictment, He would simply say that it did not appear that 
the prisoners or their families had been phe Se so as to 
afford any colour for their taking the law into their own 
hands. The charge was one of felony of a high character; 
but, even though it were only a misdemeanour, yet the rule 
of law was not inapplicable. He concurred with Mr. 
Justice Fitzgerald. ; 

The Lord Chief Justice expressed his concurrence in the 
judgment of his brothers O’Brien and Fitzgerald, in thinking 
that the prisoners should not be admitted to bail, and said 
that to do otherwise would be to eat his own words in pre- 
vious decisions in this court. The grounds of those de- 
cisions he still believed to be the law, and on the same 
grounds he should decide this case. The magistrates had 
arrived at their decision upon the evidence taken in the 
presence of the prisoners, and he had no reason to think 
they had not arrived at a proper decision as to the parties 
charged with this outrage. The Court would be violating 
grossly the principles on which it had always acted if it 
reversed the decision of the magistrates in this case. 

The parties therefore remain in custody. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 

Iuporrant Dectston iN A CASE OF LIFE INSURANCE. 

The Tribunal of Commerce in Paris, has just given judg- 
ment in an action brought against the International Insurance 
Company, Raving offices both in France and England, by the 
Marquis de Beaumont, to recover the sum of 50,000fr., in- 
sured by him on the life of a M. Driencourt. The policy 
was granted in 1854, and all the payments were duly made 
down to the 8th October, 1863, the day of M. Driencourt’s 
decease. The company, however, refused to pay the money, 
on the ground that the English law did not admit the vali- 
dity of an insurance on the life of a third person, who had 
no interest in the contract; that such insurance was a kind 
of gaming speculation on human life; and, lastly, that the 
circumstances under which the insurance was effected, had 
not been fairly stated at the time. After hearing counsel, 
the tribunal decided that, as the the insurance had been ef- 
fected in France, with perfect good faith on the part of the 
plaintiff, and without the least hint being given as to its 
illegality according to the English law, and as, moreover, 
the plaintiff had duly fulfilled his part of the contract, he 
was entitled to claim the sum insured. It therefore con- 
demned the company to pay the 50,000 fr., with interest and 
costs, 





HUNGARY. 
JARNDYCE v. JARNDYCE. 

We read in the Journal du Notaviat that the oldest law 
suit in Hungary (perhaps in Europe) has just terminated. 
It was a suit in the nature of a writ of right, which has been 
pending for eighty years between the families of Hungady 
and Borankay, and the Table Septemvirale (the highest court 
of appeal in civil cases) has at last decided in favour of the 
Borankays, who are in possession of the property in litiga- 
tion. 





SWITZERLAND. 
THE Swiss Porsontne Case, 

The trial of Dr. Hermann Demme and Madame Sophia 
Triimpi, which we mentioned lately,* terminated on Satur- 
day, 5th inst. 

The jury, after two hours’ deliberation, brought in a 
verdict of Not guilty. 

The Court thereupon pronounced judgment, declaring 
that Mme. Triimpi was entitled to damages against the 
State, and at the same time condemning Dr. Demme to pay 
a moiety of the costs of the prosecution. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


CALLS TO THE BAR. 

The undermentioned gentlemen were on Thursday last 
called to the bar :— 

Charles Frederick Farren, Esq., B.A., Dublin, M.T. 
(Student, Michaelmas, 1864). 

Maurice Foster Farrell, Esq., B.A., Oxon, M.T. (Exhibi- 
tioner, Michaelmas, 1864). 

By Lincoln’s-inn—Wiliam Henry Campbell, Esq., B.A., 
Oxford ; John Hennell, Esq., B.A, London; Robert Mel- 
ville, Esq., M.A., Oxford; Lawfort Yate Lee, Esq., M.A. 
Cambridge ; John Moulton, Esq., B.A., Oxford; Rowland 
Bowdler Vaughan Williams, Esq., M.A. Oxford; John 
Armstrong, a Oxford ; William Arthur Hicks, Esq, 
B.A., Oxford ; Edward George Clark, Esq., Richard Ward, 
Esq., M.A., Cambridge; John Gray Warner, Esq., LL.B. 
Cambridge ; George Tuthill Barrett, Esq., M.A., Cambridge; 
George Winter Bomford, Esq. ; Horace Watson, Esq.; Lau- 
rence Craven, Esq., M.A., Cambridge; John ward 
Jenkins, Esq. ; and George Cardale, Esq., B.A., Oxford. 

By the Inner Temple—Jones Quain Pigot, Esq., B.A, 
Dublin, son of the Lord Chief Barcn; Richard Blake 
Steele, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; Sheridan Knowles Mackay, 
Esq. ; Edward Ross Divett, Esq., M.A., Cambridge ; Charles 
Birch, Esq., B.A., Cambridge ; Edmond Arthur Ram, Esq. ; 
Aimable Emile Lanougarede Bazire, Esq.; Thomas Adair 
Masey, Esq.; John Heaton Cadman, Esq., B.A.,* Oxford ; 
James Lowther, Esq. B.A., Cambridge; John Charles 
Edmondson Coleman, Esq.; Henry Reginald Courtenay, 
Esq., B.A., Oxford; Charles Howard, Esq, M.A., Cam- 
bridge ; Charles Neil, Esq., Cambridge ; Lovell Burchett 
Clarence, Esq., B.A., Cambridge; John William Bacon Grey, 
Esq.; Robert Hornell, Esq., M.A., Oxford ; John Sydney 
Matoolm Hastings, Esq., B.A., Oxford; Rees Edward Davies, 
Esq., B.A., Oxford ; and Charles Gurdon Kemball, Esq. 

By the Middle Temple—Thomas William Snagg, Esq., 
M.A., Dublin ; Richard Francis Eaton Charles Edevain, Esq ; 
Frederick James Barnard, Esq., Cambridge ; Edward Mason 
Hunt, Esq.; William Arthur Warner Sleigh, Esq.; Richard 
Harris, Esq.; Frederick D’Olbert Bullock, Esq., LL.B., 
Cambridge ; John Burns Bryson, Esq., Edinburgh ; Robert 
Caird, Esq., Glasgow; Alexander Kennedy Isbister, Esq., 
M.A., Edinburgh; William Patrick MacDonald, Esq., Glas- 
gow ; and James Kirton, Esq., London. 

By Gray’s-inn—Daniel Abraham Hughes, Esq., Dublin ; 
William Romilly, Esq., eldest son of the Right Hon. the 
Master of the Rolls ; and Lionel Henry Hanbury Jones, Esq., 
B.A., Oxford. 
CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE FINAL EXAMI- 

TION. 


aNd 





Michaelmas Term, 1864. 
Name of Candidate. To whom Articled, Assigned, &c, 
Ackerley, Henry ............... William Ackerley 
Adams, Fras. Hamp John S, Collins 


Andrews, Chas, Davis......... James § Gwillim 
Baker, Abraham ..............+ Samuel Wilkinson, Jun. 
Barnes, Herbert ............... Richard Dawes 





*9 Sol. Jour. 10, 
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Name of Candidates. 
3artley, Thomas Houghton 
Redish 
Baylis, Edgar Alex............. 
Beale, Jas. Samuel, B.A. ... 
Bedford, Edwd. Henslowe ... 
Billings, Samuel Bruce 


BAGG SOR 6 cscs sivcsvee senses 
Bourne, Thos. Chas. 
Bradbury, John Gilbert 
Brown, Walter Wm. ......... 
Budd, John Wreford, Jun., 


B.A. 
Bwrra, Robt., Jun. ...........- 
Cammack, Fdmund............ 
Carter, John Edwin............ 
Cave, William Edward ....., 
Clayton, Albert 
Clegg, Charles 
Coates, John George 
Collins, Francis 
Cooper, Frederick William... 


Cooper, Richard William ... 


Cooper, Thomas ............008 
Cover, John Russell............ 
Craig, Edward Beeching...... 


Crammond, Edward............ 
Crozier, Philip Augustus 

Cruttwell, Frederick Robert. 
Davies, William 
Denn, AMG... kc; coponreiy savees 
Dodd, James Phili 
Douglas, Charles Philip 


Edwards-Wood, William 
Elletson, Thomas Hodgson 
SODOBOD ois esc os0eosdsscohond 
EG, (RCOULOS « 5005s nai5f = neasss 
Fairweather, George 
Fisher, Samuel Timbrell...... 
Fitch, Frederick George ...... 
Forster, Joseph, B.A. ......... 
Fowke, John Copson 
Fox, Henry Charles, B.A. ... 
Freeman, George Deane 
Gardner, Benj. Bamber, B.A. 


Gem, George Stanley 
Gepp, Charles Branston Os- 
PNB a. os paikys bceowepaivr setae: 
Gibbs, Thomas Washbourne, 
Jun. 


Gilham, John ......:.0..00s000 
Gould, Thomas, Jun, ......... 
Grea RING gles} coacdde cdasesbs 
Harward, Edward Netherton 
Haswell, Edmund Henry ... 
Haynes, Henry Shekell ...... 
Heckford, Henry Herbert ... 
Hepburn, James Smith ...... 
Higson, Frederick Stanley... 
Hodson, William, Jun. ...... 
Holeome, Joseph Francis ... 
Jennings, Thomas Edward... 
Killmister, George Ridgway . 


King, Joseph Maskell ......... 
Kirkconel, Edward ............ 
Lake, Charles Edward......... 
Lambert, Henry William ... 
Layton, Edward John......... 
Maynard, William ............ 
Meadows, Horace Haward ... 
Michael, Albert Davidson ... 
Mathorn; “Pome 3770050705520 
Moore, Francis Robertson ... 


* To whom articled, assigned, &c. 


George Stone 

Alexander John Baylis 

James Marigold 

Alfred Cobbold 

Edward T. Mason ; N. Mason ; 
John H. James 

Daniel S. Sutton 

John William Danby 

George James Johnson 

William Richard Preston 


Archer Thomas Upton 

Geo. Wilde; Fras. Broderip 

Charles Foster Bonner 

John R. Bailey; William 
Castle Smith 

Wiiliam Sharpe 

William M. Walters 

Henry William Litler 

John Kilby; Geo. D. Austen 

Arthur Walker 

William Frederick Cooper; 
Robert E. Smith 

Thomas L. Marriott 

William Whiston, Jun. 

George Henry Ellis 

Edward George Craig 

Francis William Mount 

George Lee Patteson 

Thomas Cruttwell 

Henry Wilcocks Hooper 

Arthur Weston 

Thomas Carr Lietch 

Thomas M. How; Henry Val- 
lings 

Edwin Wyatt ; Geo. Faulkner 


Humphrey A. Gregg 

John F, Stansfield 

Thomas Southam 

Robert B. Upton 

Arthur Digby 

Arthur Lucas 

John Smallwood 

John William Matthews 

Richard Marrack 

Robert Norris, Jun.; Francis 
Venn 

George Gem 


Thomas Morgan Gepp 


Thomas W. Gibbs; Edward 
Lawrance 

John Gilham ; John Letts 

Henry Rodgers 

Joseph Hunter 

Richard Dawes 

Anthony John Moore 

Samuel William Haynes ; 
Basil Field 

John Bullen Shepherd 

Joseph G. Hepburn; John S. 
Bockett 

Francis Robinson 

Thomas Coppard 

William Lewis 

Arthur Elley Finch 

George R. Killmister: William 
Challinor 

Joseph Beaumont 

James Brockbank 

Benjamin Dixon 

Richard Ridehalgh 


Edward M. Dimmock; W. | 


Nash 

W. W. Hayne; Frederick T. 
Dubois 

Henry Davies 

Jacob Michael 

George Armstrong 

George Moore 





Name of Candidate. 
Morison, John ...............0.6 
Morrell, Fredk. Parker, B.A. 
Neak JAMS 66...6iscivecceecse 
Newby, John Robert 
Noon, George 
Nowell, Thomas 
Parker, Frank Rowley 


Peed, William 
Pelham, Walter John 


Philbrick, Horace 
Pickering, George Edward ... 


Pitfield, Thomas John 
Popham, James 
Priest, Jocelin 


Pritchard, Arthur 
Reep, John Robertson......... 
Rice, George Copplestone ... 
Richardson, Harry ............ 
Robinson, George Arthur ... 
Robinson, Henry Duncan ... 
Sayles, Lewis Charles ......... 
Sharp, Alfred Marples ...... 
Shepheard, Alfred James 
Simpson, Alfred Robert 
Slater, Percival Lumley ...... 
gmith, Francis Edward, Jun. 
ole, William Anslow......... 
Spaull, Alfred Cross 
Stanley, Thomas Howard ... 
Stephenson, John Boyes...... 
Tahourdin, Harry 
Tallents, William Edward ... 
Tatham, Leonard............... 
Tayleur, Cresswell John...... 
Taylor, Richd. Stephens, Jun. 
Thomas, William............... 
Thomson, Robert Edward ... 
Thurgood, William Lane 


Timewell, William Henry ... 


Titley, Walter John 
Walker, George Hilditch ... 
Walker, William Henry...... 


Walmsley, Alfred Orrell...... 
Ward, William Charles 
Wathen, Price Ashton 
Welman, Joseph 
Williams, Samuel Owen...... 
Worsley, Reginald 
Young, Thomas Bristowe ... 


To whom articled, assigned, &c 

William W. Charnock; Henry 
M. Ody. 

Paul & James 

Reginald A. Parker 

William Richardson 

George William C. Dean 

Charles Hall 

Reginald A. Parker; Henry 
Rogers; Maskell W. Peace 

John Peed 

George C. Fletcher; D. P. 
Hindley ; Joseph Wyatt 

Frederick B. Philbrick 

George Spink ; John Woods; 
Richard M. Benson 

Thomas Rawlins 

John Evans 

John Conway; Peter de E. 
Collin 

Henry Ford 

James Wason; William A, 
Waller 

George T. Gibson; Henry Hill; 
Charles Wilson 

John Richard Bloxham 

John Blythe Robinson 

Henry Robinson 

Henry Kirke Hebb 

Richard Dawson; 
Henry Dawson 

Charles Shepheard 

John James Simpson 

William Slater 

Francis E. Smith 

Robert Daniel Newill 

Charles Shepheard 

Henry Jackson 

Appleton Stephenson 

Charles Tahourdin 

Thomas F, A. Burnaby 

George Remington 

Ambrose Lace 

Richard Stephens Taylor 

George Paulson Wragge 

Shallett John Dale 

William Thurgood; Edwin 
W. Field 

Abraham Turner; James A. 
Turner 

William P. Alleock 

Richard Roscoe; M. H. Walker 

Edmund B. Chureh; E. F. 
Bigg 

Thomas Southam 

John Ward 

John B. Wathen; J, M. Yetts 

Joseph Lott 

William Hughes 

William W. Goulden 

Thomas Loftus 


Richard 


LAW LECTURES 


AT THE 


INCORPORATED LAW 


SOCIETY. R 
Mr. H. Sureip, on Common Law and Mercantile Law, 


Monday, Nov. 21, 


Mr. J. N. Hiceins, on Conveyancing, Friday, Noy. 25. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society, on Tuesday, the 8th inst, 


at the Law Institution, 


Mr. 


Kenrick in the chair, the 


following question was discussed :—‘‘Is it desirable to re- 
tain our colonies at the cost of defending them ?” 

Mr. Hills opened the question in the affirmative, and ten 
other members spoke upon the question which the society, 
upon a division, decided in the affirmative. 

At the meeting on Tuesday, the 15th November instant, 
Mr. Peachey in the chair, the question discussed was—‘* A, a 


British subject, and B., an alien, are partners in trade. 


Real 


estate is purchased by A., with partnership funds, for part- 


nership purposes, 


A. takes a conveyance thereof, and de- 


elares it to be held as personaltv. Is the Crown entitled to 


any interest therein ?’ 
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Mr. Bradford opened the question in the affirmative. 
The opinion of the meeting was nearly equally divided upon 
the question, but, upon a division, it was decided in the 
affirmative. ——- 

LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY (IRELAND). 

The Right Hon. Mr. Justice Fitzgerald presided at the 
opening meeting of this society, which was held in the 
Lecture-hall, King’s-inns, Dublin. After the inaugural ad- 
dress had been delivered by Mr. Hugh Holmes, the auditor 
for the session, resolutions were proposed and seconded by 
the Right Hon. the Attorney-General, M.P., Serjeant Arm- 
strong, Serjeant Sullivan, Mr. John E. Walshe, Q.C., and 
others. 

Amongst other distinguished members of the profession 
present were—Mr. Hickson, Q.C., Mr, Law, Q.C., Mr. Morris, 
QC., Mr. Sidney, Q.C., Mr. Pilkington, Q.C., Mr. Harrison, 
Q.C., the President of the Law Society (Mr. R. T. Orpen, 
solicitor), Mr. Arthur Barlow, solicitor, &«. The chairman, 
adverting to his own recollections of the society, spoke of 
the times when he remembered the present Mr. Justice 
Christian, Mr. Justice Willes, Judge Lynch, and Mr. Porter 
(now Attorney-General at the Cape of Good Hope), taking 
part in its proceedings. The position of the society was de- 
scribed as satisfactory. 








COURT PAPERS. 


ORDER IN CHANCERY. 
** Nov. 10, 1864, 
**T do hereby order that all petitions of appeal and re-hear- 
ing, appeal petitions and appeal motions, from the Master of 
the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellors respectively, be (subject 
to and until any further order or direction by me) heard and 
determined by the Lords Justices, 


(Signed) ‘¢Wesrpury, (.” 





NEW GENERAL ORDER IN BANKRUPTCY. 
“THe BANKRUPTCY Act, 1861.” 
“Friday, Noy. 11. 

“From and after the Ist day of December next, Numbers 
47 and 51 of the Rules and Orders made in pursuance of the 
Bankruptcy Law Consolidation Act, 1849, and dated the 19th 
day of October, 1852, shall be and the same are hereby re- 
seinded, and it is ordered as follows :— 

“1, That thenceforth no messenger or usher of the Court 
of Bankruptcy in London, or of any district Court of Bank- 
ruptey, or any clerk or other person employed in any de- 
partment of either of such courts, shall make any office copy 
or other copy of any petition, affidavit, order, or other docu- 
ment or proceeding filed in such courts, or of any bill of costs 
left with the master or with any registrar thereof for tax- 
ation, 

“*2, That in the court in London all office copies of every 
such petition, affidavit, order, document, or proceeding 
aforesaid, and of every such bill of costs aforesaid, shall be 
made under the direction and control of the chief registrar 
of the court, and that in the district courts, all such office 
copies shall be made under the direction and control of the 
respective registrars thereof, and no office copy whatever 
shall be made or delivered out, except on a written requisi- 
tion by the solicitor or party requiring the same, addressed 
to such chief registrar or other registrar aforesaid. 

*©3, That all office copies shall be made by such persons 
us the chief registrar or other registrar aforesaid shall appoint, 
and shall, except as to figures, be fairly written at length, 
and shall be sealed with the seal of the court, and delivered 
out by the person so appointed without any unnecessary 
delay, and in the order in which they shall have been be- 
spoken, and not more than three halfpence per folio of ninety 
words shall be charged or paid for any office copy so made 
and delivered out. 

“4, That no fee shall be allowed for attending to bespeak 
office copies, or for attending to receive the same. 

‘* Westbury, C, 
‘“*W. S. AYRTON. 
“T. B. H. ABRAHALL.” 


With reference to the above order, the Chief Registrar has 
addressed the following circular to the registrars of the 
District Courts:— 





**Court of Bankruptcy, London, 11th Nov., 1864. 

‘Dear Sir,—I send you a print of a General Order made 
to-day on the subject of office copies, as to which it has been 
ascertained that most improper practices have heretofore 
prevailed, and have to request that you will be good enough 
to make such an arrangement with respect to them as will 
insure a stop being put to these. 

“The duty of the person employed by you to attend to 
this matter will be to receive and file the written requests, 
to make and examine the office copies, and to seal and issue 
them, keeping a book and making entries therein of the 
date of every request, the name of the solicitor or party 
making it, the name of the bankruptcy or matter, the 
particular document of which an office copy is wanted, the 
number of folios it contains, and the sun charged for it; 
and he will also keep a cash book, showing the daily receipts, 
the amount of the sum agreed by the registrar to be allowed 
to him, and the amount paid for assistance and for forms; 
and this book, I think, you ought to examine once a month, 
and certify its accuracy. 

“Your better course will be to make a temporary arrange- 
ment with some one—an arrangement for six months—say, 
at the rate of sixty pounds a-year—until we see the effect of 
the order. Of course, if the usher be competent, and it does 
not interfere with his duties, there can be no objection to 
your employing him to keep the books and make the 
copies, but he must distinctly understand that neither 
the solicitors practising in the court nor anyone else are 
to be pressed to take these oflice copies. 

**As to London, it is my intention to make a similar 
temporary arrangement-——to employ the same persons who 
have heretofore made the copies—placing them under the 
direction of Mr. Walker, who has hitherto acted as a clerk 
to one of the ushers—and at the end of the first half-year 
the accounts will be laid before the Lord Chancellor, and 
his lordship will himself determine as to the distribution 
of the profits. 

“Be so good as to show this letter to the usher, and 
explain to him that there is no intention whatever to take 
from anyone a single shilling to which he is fairly entitled. 

**T send you by mail parcel a book, with the proper 
columns, and also 500 copies of a form of request. 

‘Believe me, yours truly, 
(Signed) “Joun F. Mituer.” 
WINTER ASSIZES. 
Home Crrcutr. 

Mr. Baron Channell has appointed the following times for 
opening the commissions at the ensuing winter assizes:—Win- 
chester, Thursday, Dec. 1; Hertford, Thursday, Dee. 8 ; 
Chelmsford, Monday, Dec. 12; Maidstone, Thursday, Dec. 
15; Lewes, Wednesday, Dee. 21, 

OxForD Circuit. 

Mr. Justice Byles has appointed the following days for the 
ensuing winter gaol delivery :—Stafford, Thursday, Dec. 1; 
Worcester, Monday, Dec. 12; City of Worcester, same day ; 
Oxford, Saturday, Dec. 17; Reading, Wednesday, Dee. 21. 

Mr. Baron Bramwell has appointed for the gaol delivery 
at Gloucester, Thursday, the 8th of December. 

Business will begin at each of the above places at 10 am. 
on the following day. 
ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 
Michaelmas Term, 1864. 

The following days have been appointed for the admission 
of attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench :—Thursday, 
Nov. 24; Friday, Noy. 25. 

ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Friday next, the 
25th inst., at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
o'clock in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitors. 

Every pergon desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must leave his common law admission, or his certificate of 
practice for the current year, at the secretary’s office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Thursday, the 24th No- 
vember. 

The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted 
at common law till the last day of term will be received 
at the secretary's office up to twelve o'clock at noon on 
that day, after which time no papers can be received. 
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Pusiic Income AND ExpenpiTurRE for the Year ending 
31st March, 1864:— 



















INCOME. £ 
MONE A desicticss anita aniplaaneetes 23,234,356 
MRIS ores puedes natesoecl bannecdid ret eoeeue be ceuveee 18,428,925 
Income-tax ... 9,101,995 
Stamps...... 9,324,849 
Land-tax ...... 1,107,517 
Assessed taxes 2,124,708 
IO seis oP.vicebcnasiebasadeoeessesen cae enead 3,937,309 
SOWING? oe. c0Siisadh cavceasclectevsabinpesseneets 426,268 
BES COMBMDONE «62856 c5ecGetb acest deoeess elt oveee 3,035,964 
Wotal ANGOME .5cc5606000F i eeeees 70,721,891 
EXPENDITURE. 
Interest and Management of the National Debt 26,211,791 
BARONS» cas ole opeskbesos atte eo Reaeoaeen 14,638,051 
MOVIN Sis spticabechety cious ane lauakelanmabectekeeeas 10,821,596 
Kertch and Yanikale prize-money ............... 85,925 
OMEROMRIONS o.oo sons enksads iveseoreasabnceguices 800,000 
Collection and management of the Revenue 
POOR UD IOI 522.6584) oa 0k calset seoteteotecceieects 4,651,180 
Post-office packet service ......... ..ccscceseeeee eee 922,082 
Salaries and expenses of Public Departments —_ 1,696,422 
Diplomatic, Colonial, and Consular ............ 758,543 
WOR SUBUCO. 65.0650) e625 cee cnetnt Cente Sones’ 3,508,603 
OPP TRB. soi). ceecsesss 405,844 
Annuities and pensions 312,066 
Superannuations ........... : rer 332,739 
Education, science, and art.............c0c00ee eee 1,290,729 
Public works and buildings .................06 925,920 
Interest on loans, secret service, &c. ............ 213,441 
Miscellaneous ........ 235,502 
Civil contingencies........... — 
Scheldt toll redemption ... 174,599 
Total expenditure .............00 67,980,033 


RESIGNATION OF Mr. CANNAN, OFFICIAL ASSIGNEF.— 
Mr. Herbert Harris Cannan, who has for many years dis- 
charged the duties of official assignee in the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy with great zeal and ability, has tendered his resigna- 
tion. Mr, Cannan was attached to the court of the late Mr. 
Commissioner Fane, and his business, we are informed, will 
be transacted by Mr. Edwards, the official assignee in Mr. 
Holroyd’s court. The retirement pension of Mr. Cannan is 
£800 a year. At present it is not known whether the va- 
eancy will be filled up. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT GARRAWAY’S. 
Noy. 11.—By Messrs. Epwin Fox & BousFiELp. 

Freehold, 3 dwelling-houses, with shops, being Nos. 7, 8, and 9, 
Three Colt-street, Old Ford-road, and 4 plots of building land 
situate therein—Sold for £940, 

Nov. 14.—By Messrs. Fu.rer & Hoxsry. 

Leasehold, 9 residences, being Nos. 1 to 8, and 11, Gordon-road, 
Stoke Newington ; term, 95 years unexpired; ground-rent £46 4s, 
per annum—Sold for £3,665. 

Nov. 15.—By Messrs. H, & H. Oxennam. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 27, Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park; 
_ " eos from 1825; ground-rent £52 10s. per annum-—Sold 
for £3,100, 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
ROBINSON—On Nov. 12, at St. Katherine’s, Regent’s-park, the wife 
of William Robinson, Esq., of a son, 
ROBINSON—On Nov. 8, at Sunderland, the wife of W. S. Robinson, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 
SPARROW—On Nov. 11, at Woolwich, the wife of John William Spar- 








Solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 

ALLHUSEN—WRIGHT—On Oct, 18, at Trinit#Church, St. John, N.B., 
F. Bb. E, Allhusen, 15th Regt., second son of Christian Allhusen, 
Esq., Elswick Hall, Newcastle-on-Tyne, to Isabelle, only daughter 
of William Wright, Esq., Advocate-General, New Brunswick. 

NAPIER—MORTIMER—On Noy. 10, at the Parish Church, Puddles- 
town. Dorset, Joseph Napier, Esq., Lieutenant 23rd (the Royal 
Welsh) Fusiliers, second son of the Right Hon. Joseph Napier, to 
Maria, second daughter of the late Joseph Mortimer, Esq., of Wey- 
mouth, Dorset. 

SYMONDS—NORTH-— On Nov. 10, at St. Clement’s, Hastings, John 
Addington Symonds, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, and Fellow of Magdalen 
Coll. Oxford, only son of Dr, Symonds, of Clifton, to Janet Catherine, 
youngest daughter of Frederick North, Esq., M.P., of Rougham, 


Norfolk, 
DEATHS. 











ERSKINE—On Nov. 9, at Bournemouth, aged 76, the Right Hon. 
Thomas Erskine, formerly one of the Judges of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas. 

FILDER—On Nov. 15, Edward Jones Filder, of No. 1, New-square, 
Lincoln’s-inn, Solicitor, aged 41. 

HALL—On Nov. 11, Harriet, the wife of Thomas Henry Hall, of 49, 
Tavistock-square, and Old-square, Lincoln’s-inn, Esq. 

HERITAGE—On Nov. 11, George Heritage, Esq., Solicitor, Furnival’s- 
inn, aged 66, 

MANNERS—On Nov. 14, at Hastings, Lord Manners, aged 46. 

RAVEN—On Novy. 8, at Brixton, Mr. Richard Raven, formerly of 
King’s Bench-walk, Temple, Solicitor, aged 53. 

ROGERS—On Noy. 14, at East Molesey, Surrey, aged 65, Anne, the 
wife of William Rogers, Esq., formerly of Bedford-square, Barrister- 


at-Law. 

WAGNER—On Nov. 9, at Bristol, Thomas Jepson Wagner, formerly of 
Oxford, Solicitor, aged 53. 

ee Nov. 10, at Exeter, Robert Wreford, Esq., Solicitor, 
aged 53, / 


UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 





The amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants appear 
within Three Months:— 

Brown, Saran, River-terrace, Islington, Spinster, and Coarizs JosEru 
Samira, Willow-terrace, Islington, Gentleman. £75 Consolidated 
£3 per ete Annuities—Claimed by said Sarah Browne and Chas, 
J. Smith, 

Tisux, Rieut Hon. Sarau, Lady, Southampton, Widow, Harry 
WILLIAM Scott Gis, Esq., and FRaANces Mary Grsp, Spinster, 
both of Rugby. £307 13s. 10d. New £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
— by Harry Wm. Scott Gikb and Frances Mary Anstey (late 

tibb). 

Mancnester, GeorGE, Duke of, Caarntes Jonn Lord Tri@nuovrtu, 
Joun Lasovcnere, and Cnantys James Bevan, both of Portland- 
place, Esqs. £33 6s. 8d. Consvlidated £3 per Cent. Annuities— 
Claimed by said Lord Teignmouth and Chas. J. Bevan, Esq., the 
survivors. 

Wort, Mary ANN, Plaistow, Essex, Widow, deceased. £50 New £3 
per Cent. Annuitics—Claimed by Kezia Girling, the administratrix. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


WHAinding-up of Point Stock Comypantes. 
Frrpay, Nov. 11, 1864, 
Limirep In CHANCERY. 

Darjeeling Brewery Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Kinders- 
ley’s order to wind-up, Nov 4. Lee, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitor 
for the petitioner. 

Factage Parisien (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, presented 
Nov 11, to be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Nov 19. 
Abrahams, Gresham-st, Solicitor for the petitioners. 

Plantation Company of Western India (Limited).—Petition for wind- 
ing-up, presented Nov 8, to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart 
on Nov 18, Farmer & Robins, Sise-lane, Solicitors for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tuxspay, Nov. 15, 1864, 
Tradesman’s Union Friendly Society, Spread Eagle Inn, Prittlewell, 
Essex. Novy Il. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Wirt. cap. $5. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Nov. 11, 1864. 
Bradley, Thos, Greenhithe, Swanscombe, Kent, Esq. Dee 31, Colyer, 
Furnival’s-inn. 
Brownbill, Thos Fredk, otherwise Fredk Thos Robson, Olympic 
Theatre, Comedian. Dec 31. Wright, New-inn, Strand. 
Burton, Wm Warwick, Leigh, Essex, and Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Gent. 
Dec 21. Fearon & Co, Gt George-st, Westminster. 
Cavell, John, Mecklenburgh-sq, Esq. Dee 11. Cavell, Gray’s-innu-pl, 
Davenport, Hy, Bradford, York, Reed and Heald Maker. Feb 1, 
Barrett, Bradford. 
Davy, Joseph, Heavitree, Devon, Esq. Jan 10. Harrison & Eley. 
Forster, Jas, Newcastle upon-'yne, Ship Broker and Merchant. Dee 
21. Forster, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Hickey, Edwd, Charles-st, St James’s-sq, Retired Lieut-Col. Dee 15, 
Lake & Co. 
Jessop, Wm, Dorton, Buckingham, Farmer, March 1. Holloway, 
Jones, Hasting Fowler, Gay-st, Bath, Banker. Jan 7, Currey & Hol- 
land, Old Burlington-st. 


4 25 | Lowndes, Wm, The Bury, Bucks, Esq. Nov 15, Munday, Carey-st, 
row, Esq., of New Broad-street, London, and of Woolwich, Kent, | 


Lincoln’s-inn, 
Swain, Eliz, Preston, Lancaster, Widow. Dee 27. Riley, Preston. 
TvurEspay, Noy. 15, 1864. 
Atkins, Thos, Leicester, Gent, Jan 31. Haxby. 
Birch, Thos, Belmont, Salop, Painter. Jan 14. Craig, Shrewsbury. 


| Brown, Geo, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Iron lounder. Dec 30. J. & RS. 


COOPER—On Noy. 12, at East Dereham, Henry Roberts Cooper, 


Solicitor, aged 47. 


Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

—. Chas Edw, Sparkhill, Worcester, Gent. Dee 26. Ingleby & Co, 
sirm. 

Costin, John, Northall, Buckingham, Carpenter. Jan 14. Willis, 
Leighton Buzzard. 

Diggle, Thos, Sutton St James, Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 31, Copeman 
& Sturton, Holbeach. 

Eastman, John Willot,! Wincanton, Somerset, Surgeon. Dec 25, 
Bell & Freame, Gillingham. 

17. Ann Cranstoun, Reading, Berks, Spinster. Feb 16, Walters 

Co, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Green, John, Grasmere, Westmorland, Yeoman. Dee 31. Harrison 

& Son, Kendal, 
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Grimsditch, Thos, Macclesfield, Chester, Gent. Dec 3). Killmister, 
Macclesfield. 

Jackson, Wm, Lpool, Flour Dealer. Dec 12. Teebay & Lynch, Lpool. 

Langley, Geo, East Barnet, Hertford, Butcher. March 1. Parker & 

, Bedford-row. 

Moore, Geo Wm, Weston-on-Trent, Stafford, Gent. Jan 30. Skilbeck 
& Griffith, Bedford-row. 

Pescott, Wm Penn, Worthing, Sussex, Corn Dealer. Dec24. Tribe 
& Green, Worthing. 

Simco, Jas, Carlton-st, Peckham, Gent. Dec 31. Ingle & Gooddy, 
King William-st. 

Warburton, Benj, Bury, Lancaster, Bleacher & Dyer. Feb 1. Grundy 


& Co. 
bajo Mary, Canterbury, Spinster. Jan ll. Wightwick & Co, Can- 
erbury. 
Wright, Zaccheus, Acton-green, Middx,Gent. Dec 31. Head & Pat- 
tison, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 


Beeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Noy. 11, 1864, 

Ainsworth, John, Cheetham-hill-rd, Manch, Umbrella Manufacturer. 
Oct 27. Asst. Reg Nov 11. 

Ballinger, Wm Hy, Southgate-st, Gloucester, Grocer and Provision 
Dealer. Nov 4. Comp. Reg Nov 9. 

rag Jas, Lumb, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Oct 15. 
NOV 10, 

Barnes, Richd, Baxenden, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 18. Cony. 
Reg Nov 9. 

Blackburn, John, Sheffield, Butcher. Oct 17. Conv. Reg Nov 11. 

ie High-st, Wapping, Ship Chandler. Nov!. Comp. Reg 
Noy 10, 

Burge, Edwd Hugh, Yeovil, Somerset, Brewer’s Agent. Oct 17. 
Comp. Reg Nov 9. 

Castle, John, Oxford, Grocer and Provision Dealer. Oct 25. Cony. 
Reg Nov 11. 

Clements, Hy Knevile, Leadenhall Market, Meat Salesman. Oct 13, 
Conv. Reg Noy 10. 

Clough, Hudson, & Joseph Briggs, Bradford, Worsted Spinners. 
Oct 14. Conv. Reg Nov 10. 

Cole, Geo, Chiswell-st, Shoemaker. Nov 7. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

Colyer, Joseph, Leman-st, Goodman’s-fields, Cooper. Oct 18. Comp. 
Reg Nov 11. 

— Chas, Radcliffe, Lancaster, Innkeeper. Oct 14. Comp. Reg 
Nov 10, 

Cooper, John, Leeds, Cloth Merchant. Oct 27. Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

Cowell, Joseph, Albert-cottage, Albert-rd, Mile End, Line and Twine 
Manufacturer. Nov 9. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 

Davenport, Geo Aldersey, Wolverhampton, Chemist and Druggist. 
Oct 24. Comp. Reg Nov 10. 

De Wolff, Chas, Geo Schuck, & Louis Burckhardt, Idol-lane, Gt Tower- 
st, Merchants. Oct 20. Conv. Reg Nov 11. 


Comp. Reg 


George, Gustavus Graves, Abingdon, Berks, Innkeeper. Nov 2. 
Asst. Reg Nov 10. 
Grice, Marriott, Hugh-st West, Pimlico, Baker. Nov 7, Comp. 


Reg Nov 11. 
Hall, John, Chorley, Lancaster, Corn Miller. Oct 16. Conv, Reg 
Nov 10. 


Hall, Lindsay, & Richd Fras Jones, Lpool, Brokers. Oct 17. Cony. 
Reg Nov 10. 

Hardaker, Win, Garnet-st, Bradford, York, Jacquard Machine Maker. 
Oct 14. Conv. Reg Nov 10. 

Holden, Richd, Edward-st, Manch, Stone Mason. Oct 13. 
Reg Nov 9. 

Hure, Louis Adolphe, Gosport, Hants, Messman in H, M.’s 87th Foot. 
Oct 14. Conv. Reg Nov 10. 

Huxley, Chas, Wrexham, Denbigh, Joiner and Builder. Nov 5, 
Conv. Keg Nov 10, 

James, David, Llanelly, Carmartlien, Coal and Timber Merchant. 
Oct 18. Asst. Reg Nov 10. 

Lace, Joshua Verney Lovett, Lpool, Merchant. Oct 13. Conv. Reg 
Nov 9. 

Lloyd, John, Longton, Stafford, Tailor. Oct 17. Conv. Reg Nov 10. 

Manders, Joseph, Beaconsfield, Buckingham, Gas Contractor. Oct 
24 Conv. Reg Nov 10. 

Marsden, Wm, Halifax, York, Cotton Spinner. Oct 13. Conv. Reg 


Asst. 


Nov 8. 

Mason, Thos, White Bear Hotel, Piccadilly, Licensed Victualler. Noy 
& Comp. Reg Nov II. 

Ogle, John, & Robt Spear Begbie, Gt St Helen’s, Merchants. Oct 14, 
Inspectorship. Reg Nov 10. 

Oliver, Robt, Wilmington-street, Clerkenwell, Diamond Setter and 
Jeweller. Nov 5. Comp. Reg Nov 9. 

Sadler, Thos, Walsall, Stafford, Currier. Nov 1. Comp. Reg Nov 9. 

Scott, Joseph Wright, Wm Tod Marsden, & Simon Lewis, jun, Ship 
Store Dealers. Oct 28, Comp. Reg Nov 8. 

Sephton, Wm, Preston, Lancaster, Contractor. Oct 15. 
Reg Nov 10. 

Sharp, Ebenezer, jun, Brighton, Sussex, Boot and Shoe Maker, Oct 22, 
Asst. Reg Nov & 

Sherwin, Joseph, North Weald Basset, Essex, Farmer. Nov 10. Comp. 
Reg Nov 10. 

Thorn, Warman, Nottingham, Ironmonger. Oct 13. Comp. Reg 


Cony. 


Nov &. 

Thornton, Jas, Emanuel Thornton, Joseph Thornton, Valentine 
Thornton, & John Thornton, Enfield, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Oct 18. Comp. Reg Nov 10, i 

Tinsley, Thos, Everton, Lancaster, Baker. Nov 4. Cony. Reg Nov 10. 

Walker, Geo, Edgeware-rd, Wine and Spirit Merchant. Oct 12. Comp. 
Reg Nov 9. P 

Watson, Wm, Newcastle upon-Tyne, Wholesale Stationer. Oct 28. 
Conv. Reg Nov 8. Px of 

Winfield, George, jun, Gloucester, Seedsman and Fruiterer. Nov 3. 
Comp. Reg Nov 9. , ’ 

Yates, Jonas. Brighouse, York, Printer and Stationer. Oct 20. Comp. 
Reg Nov 9. 

Tuespay, Nov. 15, 18¢4. 

Aitkinson, Jas, Rawtenstall, Lancashire, Manufacturer. 
Conv. Keg Nov 14. 


Oct 10. 





a Jas, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Nov 8. Cony. Reg 

Nov 14, 

Aspden, John, & Jas Aspden, Over Darwen, Cotton Manufacturers. 
Oct 14. Asst. Reg Nov Il. . = 

Attenborrow, Geo, jun, Nottingham, Builder. 


Nov 14. 

mie, Hy, Philpot-lane, Ship Owner. Oct 29. Inspectorship. Reg 
Nov l4. 

Baldwin, Bolton, Burnley, Lancaster, Spindle Manufacturer, Nov 7. 


Conv. Reg Nov 14. 
Baldwin, Sharpe, Leeds, Shoe Manufacturer. Oct 18. Cony. Reg 


Nov 14, 

Tey en, Bradford, York, Outfitter. Oct 18. Release. Reg 
Nov ll. 

a ean Cigar Importer. Novy 4. Comp. Reg 
ov 12, 


Burbidge, Geo, New Broad-st-ct, Wine Merchant. Oct 19. Comp. 
Reg Nov 12. 

Clark, Wm, & Joseph Jones, Manch, Joiners and Builders. Oct 22. 

_ Release. Reg Nov 15. 

Cockburn, Chs La Coste, Cullum-st, Refiner and Merchant. Oct 27. 
Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

ne. Chs, Northampton, Coal Merchant. Oct 17. Comp. Reg 

ov 12. 


Nov 2. Conv. Reg 


Deacon, Hy, Lpool, Butcher. Oct 22. Conv. Reg Nov 12. 

Duckworth, Hy, Church, nr Accrington, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 
facturer. Oct 18. Reg Nov 12. 

Duncan, Thos, Halifax, York, Tailor and Woollen Draper. Oct 29. 
Cony. Reg Nov 12. 

Eastwood, Benj, Almondbury Bank, Huddersfield, York, Fancy Cloth 
Manufacturer. Oct 29. Conv. Reg Nov II. 

Entwistle, Jas, Christopher Entwistle, Andrew Entwistle, Abraham 
Hardman, and Squire Holt, Bury, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturers. 
Oct 18. Conv. Reg Nov 14. 

Forshaw, Jabez Hy, Fleetwood, Lancaster, and Enoch Saml Forshaw, 
Preston, Joiners and Builders. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

= — Kingston, Portsea, Hants, Builder. Nov 5. Conv. Reg 
Nov 14. 

Glover, Matthew, Beeston, Middleton, Edwin and Benj Fawcett 
se Wakefield, Woollen Cloth Merchants. Oct 18 Conv. Reg 

Nov Il. 

Groves, Thos, York, Horse Dealer. Oct 17. Conv. Reg Nov 12. 

Halliwell, Wm, Blackburn, L hire, Cotton Manufacturer. Oct2l. 
Comp. Reg Nov 14. 

Harris, Thos, Carlisle, Stationer and Bookseller. Oct20. Conv. Reg 





VIL 
Hughes, Richd, Withington, Gloucester, Butcher. Nov 9. Cony. 
Reg Nov 14. 
Hunt, Frederic, and Wm Johnstone, Gresham-st, and Haymarket, 
Woollen Warehouseman. Oct 17. Conv. Reg Nov 1/4. 
— Benj, Seacombe, Chester, Builder. Oct 15. Conv. Reg 
ov il 


Jones, Hy, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Confectioner. Nov8. Comp. 
Reg Nov I 1. h 

Kalker, Meyer Emanuel, Manchester-st, Argyle-sq, Diamond Mer- 
chant. Oct 17. Comp. Reg Nov 14. 

Kerry, Edwd, Birm, Wire Worker. Nov7. Conv. Reg Nov 14. 

Lampard, John Edwd, Wheatsheaf Wharf, Wapping, Bottle Merchant. 
Oct 17. Release. Reg Nov 12. 

Langtree, Hy, Myrtle-st, Hoxton, Builder. Oct 20. Asst. Reg Nov 15. 

Leatherbarrow, Thos, & Robt Griffiths Petters, Lpool, Corn Mer- 
chants. Oct 25. Comp. Reg Nov 11. 

Lee, John, Idle, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Oet 18. Conv. Reg 
Nov 11. 

Lester, Theodore Christopher, Kingston-upon-Hull, Wholesale Drug- 
gist. Oct 22. Asst. Reg Nov ll. 

Lister, John, Leeds, York, Comm Agent. Nov 2. Asst. Reg Nov 15, 

Lister, Thos Thompson, Calverley, York, Manufacturer. Oct 20. 
Asst. Reg Nov 11. 

Lobley, Wm, & John Dutson, Pudsey, York, Cloth Manufacturers. 
Oct 31. Comp. Reg Nov 12. 

Medd, Thos, Norton, Durham, Brewer and Corn Merchant. Oct 31. 
Comp. Reg Nov 14. 

Milligan. Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Draper. Oct 20, Conv. Reg 
Nov 14. 

Montgomery, Chas, Chester, Stationer and Bookseller. Nov 5. Comp. 
Reg Nov 4. 

Mesa, tubes; Manch, Corn Merchant. Nov 10. Comp. Reg Nov 14. 

Mudd, Thos John Edgar, Ipswich, Suffolk, Cattle Dealer and Butcher. 
Nov 8. Conv. Reg Nov 12. 

Potter, Thos, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Gent. Oct 12, Comp. Reg 


Nov (4. 
Reid, Thos, Old Kent-rd, Omnibus Proprietor. Nov 10. Comp. Reg 
Ni , 


OV . ‘ 

Roake, Richd Wm, Gt College-st, Camden-town, out of business. 
Sept 29. Comp. Reg Nov II. , f 

Roberts, Geo, Yorringten-anewn, Edgware-rd, Omnibus Proprietor. 
Nov 3. Conv. Reg Nov 15. Vi 

Rogers, Stephen, Crook, Durham, Grocer and Provision Dealer. Oct 
20. Conv. Reg Nov 14. f 

Ross, Geo Smith, Durham, Licensed Victualler and Brickmaker. Oct 
29. Conv. Reg Nov 12. 

Scott, Jas, Nottingham, Bonnet Front Manufacturer. Oct 18. Comp. 
Reg Nov 15, 

Snell, Geo Blagrave, jun, Chancery-lane, and Lower Calthorpe-st, 
Shorthand Writer. Nov 14. Arr. Reg Nov 15. 

Speight, Joseph, Bradford, York, Tailor and Draper. Oct 20. Cony. 
Reg Nov 12. ree 

Stringer, Geo Marshall, Plymouth, Devon, Steam Packet and Shipping 


Agent. Oct 19. Conv. Reg Nov 14. _ 
Taylor, Wm, Oldham, Lancaster, Provision Dealer and Grocer. Oct 
25. Conv, Reg Nov 12. ae 


Thomas, Thos. Neath, Glamorgan, Grocer and Shoemaker. 
Conv. Reg Nov 14. rae : 

Thwaites, Thos Sunderland, Lower Belgrave-pl, Pimlico,Tailor. Nov 
3. Comp. Reg Nov ll. a 

Vivian, Win Cock, and Joseph James Reynolds, jun, Old Broad-st, 
Mining Brokers and Dealers in Shares. Oct 16. Release. Reg Noy 15. 
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Walker, Jas, & Hy a ppt ge Lpool, Merchants. Nov 7. Inspec- 
torship. Reg Nov 1 

— “ery Woodend, Cumberland, Farmer. Nov 20. Conv. 

g Nov 

welfera, me Pesco, Stanwick Mills, Northampton, Miller. Oct 22. 
Conv. Reg Nov 

Westall, Wm Bury, Jonathan Westall, & Jas Bury Westall, Whiteash 
Mills, nr Church, Lancaster, Cotton "Manufacturers. Oct 21. Conv. 
Reg Nov 15. 

Whittaker, John, & Wm gy ea, Lancaster, Cotton Manu- 
facturers. Oct 21. Conv. Reg Nov Il, 

Winter, Harris, Leman-st, Whitechapel, Clothier. Nov 9. Conv. 
Reg Nov 14. 

Yeatman, John Py - Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. Nov 10. 
Cony. Reg Nov 1 


Bankrupts. 
Frrpay, Noy. 1}, 1864, 
To Surrender in London. 


Ayre, Edwd Orton, Mark-lane, Corn Comm Agent. Pet Novy7. Nov 
28 att. Sorrell, Mark-lane. 

Bilton, Saml Francis, Chancery-lane, Barrister-at-Law. Pet Nov 7. 
Nov 28 at 12. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Burrowes, Thos, Montpelier-villas, South Lambeth-rd, Stockwell, 
Surrey, and Angel-ct, Throgmorton- st, Stock Jobber. Pet Nov 4, 
Nov 22'at ll. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Cleaver, Sarah Ann, Colebrook-row, Islington, Widow and Lodging 
House Keeper. Pet Nov 5. Nov 30atli, Kidder & Willett, Cal- 
thorpe-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Cooper, Hy Thos, Charlotte- pope Islington, Writing and Dressing Case 
Maker. Pet Nov 3. Nov 23 at 2. Munday, Essex-st, Strand. 

Docwra, Hy, Thames-st, Kingston-on-Thames, Surrey, Fishmonger 
and Poulterer. Pet Nov7. Nov 22atll, Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Dunn, Edwd Thos, Queen-st, Hammersmith, Commercial Clerk. Pet 
Nov 7. Nov 22 at ll. Treher ne, Aldermanbury. 

Dyer, Wm, Russell-st, Brixton, General Dealer and Beer Retailer. Pet 
Nov 7. Noy 30 at Il. Wheatley, Symond’s-inn, Chancery-lane. 

Edwards, Morton Andrew, Cambridge-ter, Shepherd’s-bush, Mason 
Modeller. Pet Nov 8. Nov 28 at1, 

Fenn, Chas, Fetter-lane, Cheesemonger. Pet Nov 8, Nov 28 at 12. 
Wyatt, King’ s-rd, Bedford-row. 

Frankham, Geo Samal, Victoria-rd, Upper Norwood, and Mead-row, 
Lambeth, Builder. Pet Nov 3, Noy 22 at Il. Peckham, Gt Knight- 
ryder-st, Doctors’ -commons, 

Glitsenstein, Sydney, Gt Tower-st, and Lower Thames-st, Wine Mer- 
chant. PetNovs8. Nov 28 at 12. Ferreday, Bedford-row. 

Jones, John Wheeler, Gloucester-ter, New-rd, Commerclal-rd East, 
Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Oct 31. Nov 28 at 1. Ford & Lloyd, 
Bloomsbury-sq. 

Kennett, Richd Jas, , jun, Clarence-pl, Clapham-rd, Stationer and News 
Agent. Pet Nov 5, Nov 28at1l. Hall, Coleman-st. 

Makins, Robt, Crosby-row, Walworth-rd, Manager to a Beer Retailer. 
Pet Nov 7. Nov 28 at 12. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Martin, Thos Hy, & Nicholas Slight, Cavendish-st, Hoxton, Printers 
ot ‘Stationers. Pet Nov 7. Noy 22 at 12, Buchanan, Basing- 

all-st. 

Mason, Ebenezer, Shrubland-rd, Dalston, Cheesemonger. Pet Nov 7. 
Noy 28 at 12, Harcourt, King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st. 

_— a, jun, Larkhall-lane, Clapham, Carman and Contractor. Pet 

Nov Nov 30 at 12. Apps, Sonth-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

Millgate, tobt Francis, Page’s-walk, Old Kent-rd, Dealer in Cattle. 
Pet Nov 9. Nov 28 atl, Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd. 

Parker, Joseph, Friars’-mount, Bethnal-gr een, Pianoforte Smith. 
Pet Nov 7, Nov 30at1l. Hill, Basinghall-st. 

Somerville, John, Manor House, Stockwell-common, Builder and 
Zine Worker. Pet Oct 31. Nov 28 atl. Abrahams, Gresham-st. 
‘ettenborn, Johann Christian, Laurel-villas, Wandsworth, Musician. 

Pet Nov 7. Nov 28at12. Waller & Kerby, Duke-st, Adelphi. 

Woods, Thos Aldridge, Fenton-st, Commercial-rd East, Accountant 
and Builder’s Assistant. Pet Nov 8. Noy 22atll. Weekes, New 
Boswell-ct. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Alleard, Chas, Holt-hill, Tranmere, Chester, Builder and Surveyor. 
Pet Nov 7. Lpool, Nov 22 at 11. Harris, Lpool. 

Blakeney, Edwd, Wolverhampton, Iron Plate Worker and Brazier. 
Pet Nov 1, Wolverhampton, Nov 24 at 12, Cresswell, Wolver- 
hampton. 

Boland, Richd, Gravelly-hill, nr Birm, out of business. Pet Nov 10, 
Birm, Nov 28 at 12. Parry, Birm. 

Bolton, Jas, Carr Top, Golcar, Huddersfield, Manufacturer. Pet Oct 
25. Huddersfield, Nov 24 at 10. Dransfield, Huddersfield. 

Brockley, Joseph, Hanley, Stafford, Cabinet Maker. Pet Nov 8, Han- 
ley, Dec lO at ll. A, & F. Tennant, Hanley. 

Brook, Jonas, Cowcliffe, Huddersfield, Manufacturing Chemist. Pet 
Nov 2. Huddersfield, Nov 24 at 10. Taylor, Huddersfield. 

Brooks, Edwd, and Saml Lomax, Tottington Lower End, Lancaster, 
Mantifacturer. Pet Nov 9. Manch, Nov 25 at 12, Grundy & Davies, 

anch 

Campbell, Wm, Hulme, Lancaster, Wine Merchant and Provision 
Dealer. Pet Noy 8 Manch, Nov 25 at Il. Grundy & Davies, 
Manch. 

Christian, Jas Allen, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet Nov 5, 
Gt Grimsby, Nov 18 at il. Walker, Alford. 

Clark, Chas Wilkinson, Morley, nr Leeds, Brickmaker. Pet Nov 9. 
Leeds, Nov 28at 11. Harle, Leeds. 

Collins, Robt, Canning, Bath, Somerset, Wine Merchant and Comm 
Agent. Pet Nov 3. Bristol, Novy 25 at 11. Trenerry, Bristol, 

Dring, Geo, Moreton-in- Marsh, Gloucester, Farrier and Horse Doctor, 
5c gt 8. Shipston-on-Stour, Nov 26 at 3. Brookes, Stow-on-the- 

old. 

Freeman, Edmund, Keighley, York, Linendraper. Pet Nov 9, 
Leeds, Nov 28 at 1!. Watson, Bradford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds, 

Gray, Wm, Stamford-bridge, York, Brick and Tile Maker. Pet Noy 
ie leeds, Noy 28 at 11. Hodgson, York, and Bond & Barwick, 

Hackney, Joseph, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerseller. Pet Novy 8, Tun- 
stall, Dec 10 at ll. Salt, Tunstall, 





Harrison, Wm, Crookes, York, File Grinder. Pet Nov 9. Sheffield, 
Nov 23 at 1. Binney &Son, "sheffield 
Howard, Chas bhoend, Bathpool, Somerset, out of business. Pet 
Nov8. Taunton, Nov 26 at 12. ‘Trenchard, Taunton. 
Howard, Jane Jones, Bathpool, Somerset, Spinster, out of business. 
Pet Nov 8. Taunton, Nov 26at 12. Trenchard, Taunton, 
Jarratt, Jas, Wolverhampton, Forge Roller. Pet Nov 2. Wolver- 
hampton, Nov 24 at 12. Thurstans, beterrangge 9 ton. 
Lavery, Thos, Fordingbridge, Hants, Farmer. jj Oct 7. Fording- 
bridge, Nov 21 at 12. Paffard, Portsea. 
Lord, John, Manch, Yarn Agent, Pet Nov 7. Manch, Nov 22 at 11. 
Boote, Manch, 
Morley, Gideon, Birm, Japanner. Pet Nov 9. Birm, Nov 28 at 12, 
Parry, Birm. 
Nash, Wm, Abersychan, Monmouth, Beerhouse-keeper. Pet Nov 4. 
Pontypool, Nov 28 at Il. Lloyd, Pontypool. 
Pascoe, Wm, Ludgyan, nr Penzance, Cornwall, Tailor and Mercer. 
Pet Nov 9. Exeter, Noy 23 at 1. 
Passey, John, jun, Kempsey, Worcester, Carpenter. Pet Nov 8 
Worcester, Nov 23 at 11. Wilson, Worcester. 
Philcox, Geo, Aldershot, Southampton, Watchmaker. Adj Oct 19. 
Farnham, Nov 19 at 12. Hollest, Farnham. 
Price, John, Lpvol, Builder and Brickmaker. Pet Nov 8, Lpool, Nov 
24at1!. Husband, Lpool. 
Quarterman, Wm, Longborough, Gloucester, Shoemaker. Pet Nov 7. 
Stow, Nov 28 at 11. ‘Tilsley, Moreton-in-Marsh. 
Raine, John Chas, Hungerford, Berks, Butcher. Pet Nov 4. Hun- 
gerford, Nov 25 at 1.30. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
otena, Thos, Lpool, Lancaster, Butcher. Pet Nov9. Lpool, Nov 
22 at 3. Thornley, Hatton- garden, Lpool. 
Sharp, Jas, Warrington, Provision Dealer, Pet Nov 4, Warrington, 
Nov 24at1. Day & Wood, Warrington. 
Shaxson, Catherine, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Grocer and Confectioner. 
Pet Nov 4. Llanelly, Nov 17 at 12. Jones, Llanelly. 
Sileock, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Beerhouse- keeper. Pet Nov 8. 
Chesterfield, Nov 29at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield. 
Thirlwell, Jas, Southport, Lancaster, Slater. Pet Nov7. Ormskirk, 
Nov 23 at 10. Higginbottom, Southport. 
Turner, John, Harwich, Essex, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Nov 4. 
Harwich, Nov 24 at 2. 30. Jones, Colchester. 
Watson, Ji ohn, aud Thos Francis Schollick, Bradford, York, Excava- 
tors. Pet Nov9. Leeds, Nov 28 at ll. Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Watts, John, Wellingborough, Northampton, Machinist. Pet Nov 9. 
Wellingborough, Novy 23 at 11. Cook, Wellingborough. 
Whittaker, Hy, Accrington, Lancaster, Manutaoharer and Yarn 
Dealer. Pet Oct 20. Manch, Nov 22at 11. Richardson, Manch. 
Williams Mary, Earlswood, Glamorgan, Publican and Ferry Owner. 
Pet Nov4 Neath, Nov 23 at ll. Plews, Merthyr ‘Tydfil. 
Woodruff, Joseph, Barnsley, York, Warehouseman. [Tet Nov 7. 
Nov 25 at 2. Williamson, Barnsley. 
Woodruffe, Richd, Harlaxton, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet Oct 18. Birm, 
Nov 22 at ll. Wagstaff, Grantham. 
Wright, John, Cotmanhay, Ilkeston, Derby, Boatman on Canals. Pet 
Nov 8. Eelper, Nov 26 at 12, Smith, Derby. 
Tuespay, Noy. 15. 
‘'o Surrender in London. 
Beer, Edwd, Castle-rd, Kentish-town, Journeyman Carpenter. Pet 
Nov ll. Nov 30 atl. Johnson, Clifford’s-inn. 
Bishop, Abednego, Denham, Bucks, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Noy 
10. Declatit. Hill, Basinghall-st. 
3rown, Thos Orwin, Haverstock-st, City-rd, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet 
Nov li. Nov29atl. Murr, Kennington-row. 
Cheatham, Fras Geo, Queen-st, Stepney, Merchant’s Clerk, Pet Nov 
9. Nov 29 at2. Hall, Coleman-st. 
Coleman, Israel, Swan-st, Minories, Tailor. Pet Nov 10. Nov 80 at 
12. Scard, Great St Helen's. 
Fullagar, Chas, Bexley-heath, Kent, Medical Assistant. Pet Nov 10 
Nov 29 at 1. Hughes, High-st, Woolwich, 
Goodman, Hy , Deptford-green, Licensed Victualler. Pet Nov 3. Nov 
29 at 2. ‘Tanqueray & Co, New Broad-st. 
Green, Edwd Thos, College-st, Chelsea, Chemist and Druggist. Tet 
Nov 7. Nov 29 at 1. Davies, Basing-st, Islington. 


Giinter, Maurice, and Fredk Miiller, Mincing- _ nao Comm Ageuts. 


Pet Nov 10. Nov 30at1, Walter, King-st. 

Haynes, Chas, Berwick-st, Soho, Journeyman Baker. Pet Noy 9, 
Nov 30 at !. Wood, Basinghall-st. 

Hoare, Arthur, Basinghall-st, Cloth Merchant. Pet Nov 3. Nov 29 
at 2. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers. 

Ifodd, Edwd, Mitcham, Surrey, Gent. Pet Nov ll. Nov 28 atv. 
Wellborne, Duke-st, London-bridge 

Le Grove, Jas, Whiskin st, Clerkenwell, Letter Carrier. Pet Nov 12. 
Nov 28 at 2. Preston & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

McKerrow, John, John McKerrow, jun, and Hugh McKerrow, St 
Paul’s-bldgs, London, Fancy Dress Manufacturers. Pet Nov 9. 
Nov 28 at 1. Terrell & Co, Basinghall-st. 

Maidlow, Wm, Harold-st, Maldon-rd, Kentish-town, Builder. Pet 
Nov 12. Dec6at il. Poncione, Raymond-bldgs, Gray’s-inn. 

Mayer, Saml, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Nov 9 Nov 29 at 2. 
Peckham & Salt, Gt Knightrider-st. 

Mays, Edmund, Vauxhall-st, Lambeth, Corn Dealer. Pet Noy 10, 
Nov 30 at 12. Spencer, Coleman- st-bldgs, 

Miller, W: ym, Prisoner for Debt London. Pet Nov 8 (for pau). Noy 
30 at} Aldridge. 

Fe dey Saml Wm, Mayfield, Sussex, Labourer. Pet Nov il. 
Nov 28 at 2. Morgan, Maidstone. 

Xead, Geo, West-pl, Islington-green, Smith and Stove Maker. I’ct 
Nov 12. Nov 28 at 2. Weeks, City-rd. 

Rich, Wm, New Brentford, Pewterer. Pet Nov 10. Nov 28 at 2 
Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Robotham, ‘Thos, All Saints’-green, Norwich, out of business, Tet 
Nov 10. Nov 29 at 12. ‘Trehernc & White, Barge-yard, Buckle: s- 


bury. 

Smith, Mary«inn, Spinster, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet No 
(for pau). Nov 29atl. Aldridge. 

Todd, Robt, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Nov 10 (for pau), 
Noy 29 atl. Aldridge. 
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Watson, Richd, Union-st, Middx Hospital, Cheesemonger. Pet Nov 
10. Nov 28 at 2. Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. : 

Wilbraham. Arthur Bootle, Brook-st, b 94 wriag Ensign Cold- 
stream Guards. Pet Nov 10. Nov 28 at 1. Harrison & Lewis, 
Old Jewry. 

Young, Hy, ‘Gt Smith-st, Westminster, Beer Retailer. 
Nov 30 at 2. Beard, Basinghall-st. 

To Surrender in the Country. 

Archer, Isaac, Tranmere, Chester, Nurseryman and Gardener. 
Nov 1!. Lpool, Nov 25 at 12. Moore, Birkenhead. 

Ayers, Caroline, High Orchard, Gloucester, Haulier. 
Bristol, Nov 25 at t1. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Birch, Thos, Northwich, Chester, Bricklayer and Shopkeeper. Pet 
Nov 8. Northwich, Nov 23 at 2. Thompson, Northwich. 

Bleackley, Andrew, Manch, Cashier, Pet Noy 10. Manch, Nov 29 at 
11. Livett, Manch. 

Boxall, Richd, Fittleworth, Sussex, Blacksmith. Pet Noy 11. 
worth, Nov 98 at 2, Lamb, Brighton. 

Britton, "John Cowton, Goodramgate, York, Tobacconist. Pet Nov ll. 
York, Nov 25 at 11. Grayston, York. 

Broadbent, Thos, Thos Whittaker, and John Wood, Delph, Saddle- 
worth, York, Cotton Spinners. Pet Nov4. Manch, Nov 28 at 12. 
Sale & Co, Manch, 

Burke, Thos, Leeds, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer. Pet Nov 11. Leeds, 
Nov 28 at ll. Greene, Leeds. 

Corrin, Wm, and Richd Corrin, Tranmere, Chester, Builders. Pet Nov 
ll. Lpool, Nov 25 at 11. Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Davy, John, Bramley, Leeds, Carrier, Vi wedi Owner, Brickmaker, and 


Pet Nov 10. 


Pet 
Pet Nov Il. 


Pet- 


Farmer. Pet Nov 5. Leeds, Nov 28 at 11. Middleton & Son, 
Leeds. 

Doyle, Robt, Cunningham, Lpool, Merchant. Pet Nov 12. Lpool, 
Nov 26 at 11. Snowball & Copeman, Lpool. 

Ratock, Timothy, Bolton, Lancaster, Bookseller. Pet Nov 12. Bolton, 
Nov 28 at 10. Richardson & Brandwood, Bolton. 

Edge, Oliver Kay, Greenheys, nr Manch, Clerk. Pet Nov 12. Manch, 
Nov 30 at 11. Cobbett & Wheeler, Manch. 

Emerson, Wm Hy, Prisoner for Debt, Wilton. Pet Nov ll. Exeter 


Nov 25 at 11. Trenchard & Harrison, Taunton, and Hirtzel, Exeter. 
Elliott, John, Bristol, Clerk. Tet Nov IL. Bristol, Dec 2 at 12. Nash. 
Gibbs, Joseph, Rassa, Brecon, Coal Mine Contractor. Pet Nov 9. 

Tredegar, Dec 2 at 2, Simons & Plews, Merthyr T yaail, 

Gill, ‘Arthur Hy, Nottingham, Lacemaker. Pet Nov 12. 

Dec 7 at 11. Heathcote, Nottingham. 

Gill, Thos, Accrington, Lancaster, out of business. 
pau). Nov 25 at 12. Gardner, Manch. 
Goodwin, Ebenezer, Charlesworth, Derby, Grocer and Corn Dealer. 

Pet Nov tl. Manch, Nov 30 at Tl. R eddish, Manch. 

Hadfield, John, Droylsden, Lancaster, Farmer. Pet Nov 10, Ashton- 
under-Lyne, Dec 1 at 12. Boote, Manch. 
Hilton, Matthew Scarlett, Bury, Lancaster, Clerk, Pet Nov 10. Bury, 

Dec | at 10, Ander ton, Bury. 

Levi, Morris, Birm, Warwick. Clothier. 

12. Wright, Birm. 

McDowall, Jas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Draper. 

Nov 25at 11. Press & Inskip, Bristol. 
McKnight, Thos, and Thos McKnight, jun, Lpool, Joiners and 

Builders. Pet Nov 11. Lpool, Novy 25at 11. Yates & Co, Lpool. 
Mildren, Wm, St Keverne, Cornwall, Shoemaker. Pet Nov 8. Hel- 

ston, Nov 26 atll. Dale, Helston. 

Mills, Chas, Lichfield, Licensed Victualler and Market Gardener. 

Nov 10. Lichfield, Nov 25 at 10. Wilson, Lichfield 
Moffat, Jas Laidlaw, and Wm Rose, Lpool, Lancaster, Commission 

Merchants. Pet Nov 10. Lpool, Nov 28 atJl. Snowball & Cope- 

man, Lpool. 

Morton, Joseph, Leeds, York, Hair Dresser. 


Nottingham, 


Pet Noy 5 (for 


Pet Nov 7. Birm, Dec 2 at 


Pet Nov 4. Bristol, 


Pet 


Pet Nov 10. Leeds, Nov 


25at 12. Harle, Leeds. 

Palmer, Enoch, Birm, Porter and Wine Merchant. Pet Nov 4. Birm, 
Nov 28 at 10. East, Birm. 

Parkinson, Thos, Lancaster. Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet Nov Il. 


Lancaster, Nov 25 at 12. Johnson & Tilley, Lancaster. 
Peacock, John, jun, Briggate, Leeds, Cap Manufacturer. 
Leeds, Nov 28 at ll. Pullan, Leeds, 
Raggett, Fredk Wm, Brighton, out of business. 
Brighton, Nov 28 at 11. George, Jermyn-st, London. 
Reading, Hy, Handsworth, Stafford, Comm Agent. 
3irm, Nov 28 at 10. Beaton, Birm. 
Roberts, Benj, Stanningley, York, Joiner and Machine Maker. 
Nov tl. Leeds, Nov 25 at 12. Harle, Leeds. 
Savage, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Nov 12, Bristol, Nov 
25at1l!. Acraman, Bristol. . 
Scragg, Wm, Norton-in-the-Moors, Stafford, Journeyman Blacksmith, 
Pet Nov ll. Hanley, Dec !0at1l. EH. & A. Tennant, Hanley. 

Smith, Thos, Birm, Coal Dealer. Pet Nov il. Birm, Dec 28 at 12. 
Parry, Birm. 

Thompson, Stockdale, Salford, Lancaster, Leather Cutter. 
10. Manch, Nov 28at 11. Marsland & Addleshaw, Manch. 

Thompson, Thos, Lpool, Dealer in Millinery and Fancy Goods. 
Nov ll. Lpool, Nov 25 at 8. Grocott, Lpool. 

Topping, Thos, Yarn Dealer, Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Pet Nov 
5 (for pau). Lancaster, Nov 25 at 12. Rawlinson, Lancaster. 

Uttley, Jas Greenwood, Manch, Merchant. Pet Nov 10, Manch, Nov 
25 at 11. Grundy & Davies, Manch. 

Webster, aa Bristol, Beer Retailer. Pet Nov 10. Bristol, Dec 2 at 
12, Hill. 

White, Mark, Tuxford, Nottingham, Milliner. Pet Nov 9. East Ret- 
ford, Nov 26 at 10, *Marshall, j jun, East Retford. 

Ww ilkinson, Jas, Gringley-on-the-hill, Nottingham, Farmer, Pet Nov 
9. East Retford, Nov 26 at 10, Marshall, jon, East Retford. 

Williams, John Wynne, Llanduduo, Carnarvon, Grocer and Provision 
Dealer. Pet Nov 11. Lpool, Nov 25 atlt. Best, Lpcol. 

Williams, Robt, Lpool, Joiner and Builder, Pet Nov 5. 
25 at Il. Jones, Lpool. 

Wright, John, Ordsall, Nottingham, Labourer. Pet Nov 9. 
Retford, Nov 26 at 10. Marshall, jun, East Retford. 

BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Nov. 11, 1864. 
Harrison, John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Aug 24, 


Pet Nov 11. 
Pet Nov 10. 
Yet Nov 8 


Pet 


Pet Nov 


Pet 


Lpool, Noy 
East 





ELICAN LIFE INSURANCE OFFICE, 
(ESTABLISHED IN 1797,) 
No. 70, Lombard-strect, E.C., and 57, Charing-cross, S.W. 


DIRECTORS. 

William James Lancaster, Esq, 
John Lubbock, Esq., F-R.S, 
Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 

Matthew Whiting, Esq. 

M. Wyvill,jun., Esq., M.P. 


Octavius E, Coope, Esq. 
William Cotton, Esq., D.C.L., F:R.S. 
Jas. A. Gordon, Esq., M.D., F.R.S. 
Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq. 
Kirkman D. Hodgson, Esq., M.P. 
Henry Lancelot Holland, Fsq. 
ROBERT TU CKER, Secretary and Actuary. 

This Company grants assurances at moderate rates of premium with 

participation in profits, and at low rates without profits, 
, Loans in connection with Life Assurance upon approved security. 

At the last division of profit the Bonus varied from 28 to 60 per cent. on 
the premiums paid. 

For particulars and forms of proposal apply to the Secretary. 








ee —s 


l JNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
1, King William-street, London, EC. Established 1834.—Life 
Assurance at very low premiums. Annual division of profits. All pre- 
miums on policies with profits, British or Indian, military or civil, reduced 
one-half in 1864, after six payments. Accumulated funds, £815.000. 
Annual income, £135,000. Prospectus on application, at the head office 
as above, or at Calcutta, Bombay, and Madras. 
FREDK. HENDRIKS, Actuary and Secretary. 
and GEN ERAL LIFE ASSUR- 
kJ ANCE SOCIETY, 52, Chancery-lane, London, W.C.—Subscribed 
Capita), One Million. Four-fifths of the profits on the Participating 
Class divided quinquennialiy among the assured. Fourth division of 
profits in 1866. CHARLES JOHN GILL, Sec. 


Vy ANTED, by the LIFE INVESTMENT, 
MORTGAGE, and ASSURANCE COMPANY (Limited), DIS- 
TRICT SUPERINTENDENTS of AGENTS for several localities in 
England and Scotland. Middle-aged men preferred.— Apply, Head Office, 
8, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, DWIN YELLAND, senna 
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Valuable Life Interest of a Gentlems an, age 33, part in possession and the 
remainder with very early reversion, secured by a large invested trust 
estate, together with a policy of life assurance. 

M R. MOXON will SELL by AUCTION, at 

GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, Cornhill, on FRIDAY, 

DECEMBER 2nd, at TWELVE for ONE “o'clock, in One Lot, the LIFE 

INTEREST of aGENTLEMAN, age 33, in One Fourth part of the Income 

derivable from a Trust Fund, safely invested in the names of two highly 

respectable trustees, upon Government and other securities, and property 
producing upwards of £1,500 per annum ; also the Reversionary Interest, 
during the same life in One Eighth more of the income of the same Estate 
on the decease of a Lady now aged 71, and further valuable Reversionary 

Life Interests, consisting of Three Highths of One Fourth part of the 

Income derived from a Trust Fund consisting of £52,400 Consols, also in- 

vested in the names of the same two trustees, contingent as to one moiety 

thereof upon the decease of the above-mentioned lady, age 71; and as to 
the other moiety upon the decease of the same life of 71, and another lady, 

age 75. 

Particulars may be obtained at the place of sale; of 
Messrs. FALLOWS & SON, Solicitors, 8, Regent-street; 
Mr. MOXON, 3, Martin’s-place, Charing-cross, 


and of 


ROOKS & SCHALLER (removed from n Piccadilly). 
—The INDEX, printed MONTHLY (first published in 1820), of 
ESTATES, Country and Town Houses, Manors, Hunting Quarters, Shoot- 
ings and Fishings, Farms, &c., to be LET or SOLD, can be had (free) at 
their Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’s, S. W.. opposite the Junior 
United Service Club. Particulars inserted without charge, bat for next 
publication must be forwarded before the 28th of each month. 


STATES AND HOUSES, Country and Town 

Residences, Landed Estates, Investments, Hunting Seats, Fishing 

and Shooting Quarters, Manors, &c.—Mr. JAMES BEAL’S R EGISt ER of 

the above, published on the ist of each month, forwarded per post, or 

inay be had on application at the Office, 209, Piccadilly, W.—Particulars 
for insertion should be forwarded not later than th the 28th of each dcassacsell 








rI\0 SOLICITORS, &e., requiring DEED BOXES, 
will find the best- made article lower than any other house. Lists 
of Prices and sizes may be had gratis cr sent post. free. 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, Strand, opposite Somerset House. 
Established nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 sent carriage free. 


YLACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 
ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 











to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 

Sa. 4. a4: 42264 282.4 
Table Forks, secon 110 Oandl 18 0 280 300 
Dessert ditto .. 1 0 Oand1 10 0 11450 220 
Table Spoons .. 110 Oand118 0 28 0 300 
Dessert ditto .. 1 0 Oand110 0 1 * 9.-3 3.9 
Tea Spoons . 012 OandO 18 0 6 110 0 


cece 1 3 
Every Article for the “Table as in Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon for- 


war hed on m receipt a of 20 ) stamps. 





Just published, price 93. 
rIXHE WEEKLY REPORTER DIGEST of all the 
: Cases decided in the superior courts of Equity and Common Law, 
and also in the Bankruptcy, Probate, Divorce and Matrimonial, Admiralty, 
and Ecclesiastical Courts, with Appeals to tle House of Lords and Privy 
Council, from Michaelmas Term, 18063, to the Sittings after Trinity Term, 
1864. Also the Important Public General Statutes, 27 & 23 Vict, Edited 
by Martin Ware and S. G. Grapy, Barristers-at-Law. 
London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
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Hegul and General Fife Assunance Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EU, 

















TRUSTEES. 

Tae Riagt Hon. Sir THOMAS ERSKINE. Tue Hon. Sin GEORGE ROSE. 

Tue Ricut Hon. Siz J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE, Lord Justice, KENYON STEVENS PARKER, Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery, 

Tas Hon. Stn WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Vice-Chancellor. EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. 

Tne Hon. Mr, JUSTICE WILLIAMS. ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 
DIRECTORS. 

AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. FRERE, BARTLE JOHN LAURIE, Esa, 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. GOULBURN, Mr. Serjeant. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. LAMB, GEORGE, Esq. 

BOLTON, JOHN HENRY, Esq. LEMAN, JAMES, Esq. 

BRODERIP, FRANCIS, Esq. PARKER, KENYON S., Esq., Q.C. 

BRUCE, The Lord Justice SIR J, L. KNIGHT, PEMBERTON, EDWARD. LEIGH, Esq. 

CHANNELL, The Hon. Mr. BARON. RIDDELL, Sir WALTER BUCHANAN, Esq, 

CHICHESTER, J. H. R., Esq. ROSE, The Hon. SIR GEORGE. 

COOKSON, WILLIAM STRICKLAND, Esq. SCADDING, EDWIN WARD, Esq. 

DUGMORE, WILLIAM, Esq., QC. SMITH, MONTAGUE, Esq,, Q.C., M.P. 

EVANS, JOHN, Esq., Q.C. TILSON, THOMAS, Esq. 





FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 








Capital invested in the names of the Trustecs ee ee oe oe oo a £1,318,184 
Share Capital ee oe oe oe oe £1,000,000 
Less, paid up and included in the above sum o ee * 160,935 
—_—_— 839,065 
Annual Income from Investments and Premiums (increasing yearly) ee or oo 165,060 
Total Sum assured by existing Policies oo a oe ee oo «« 93,513,069 
Total Reversionary Bonus added thereto .. me eo es oP a 425,000 
Claims paid on Policies. so ‘5 ee o ee eo a 941,012 
Bonus paid to Policy-holders ee “a ae ao . ee 176,890 





No extra Premium required for residence in any part of the world distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. 

Whole World Policies granted on payment of a single extra Premium of Ten Shillings per cent, when the Directors are 
satisfied that the Life Assured is at the time within the limits allowed by the ordinary Policies of the Society, and has then no intention of going beyond 
them, and that his occupations are not likely to lead him beyond them, or to be more than ordinarily hazardous. 

Policies protected from dispute. The age of the person Assured, and other necessary particulars, admitted at the time of issuing the Policy, 

Four- fifths, or 80 per ceut , of the Profits allotted to the Assured every fifth year, 


SPECIMEN OF BONUS ADDED TO POLICIES, 














No. of Policy. Amount Assured, Bonus Paid, Year of Death. Age when Assured, 
£ £ Years. 

982 5,000 1,224 1857 40 
1,558 5,000 1,157 1857 45 
6 5,000 1,693 187 44 

941 2,500 7 1858 68 
646 5,000 1,742 1858 54 
13 5,000 2,091 1859 61 
831 5,000 1,453 1860 37 
870 4,000 1,438 1860 50 
643 3,000 1,149 1860 57 
2,871 5,000 907 1861 26 
2,007 5,000 1,180 1862 36 
1,751 1,000 318 1862 43 
309 5,000 1,899 1862 40 























The Bonus may, at the option of the Assured, be applied in reduction of annual premiums, which have been thereby reduced 23 per cent., or 
surrendered for a cash payment. 

No loss of Borus in case of death before the division of profits, a Bonus being paid for each year since the last division, at the rate of the inst 
Bonus, 

Loans granted to the full surrender value of the Pelicies without charge. except for the stamp-duty of 2s. Gd. per cent. 

Forme of Proposal, and all further information, including a copy of the Society's Accounts, to be had on application Ly letter, ov im perzan to 
JOUN NETTLETON, Scerctary, 

10, Fleet-street, Londen, 








